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York Bay through New Jersey; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

8566. By Mr. WELCH of California: Petition of legislative
committee, United Spanish War Veterans, Department of Cali-
fornia, requesting enactment of House bill 14676; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

8567. By Mr. WHITTINGTON : Petition of P, H. Lowrey and
others, for Government in aid of drainage distriets; to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

8568, Also, petition of C. G. Nichols and others, for Govern-
ment in aid of drainage districts; to the Committee on Irriga-
tion and Reclamation. -

SENATE
Moxpay, February 4, 1929

The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T, Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

God of all grace and love, who hast filled the world with
beauty, open our eyes, we beseech Thee, that we may behold
Thy gracious hand in all Thy works in earth and sea and sky.
Thou hast hallowed by love our homes, wherein we find joy
to heighten our life and mirth to refresh us in our work; and
becaunse we are weak and dependent give unto us the gladsome
help of Thy loving-kindness. Open our hearts that we may
share the faith Thou hast revealed in Thy Son until the little-
ness of our knowledge is lost in the greatness of Thy love.
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Thursday last, when, on
request of Mr. Curris and by unanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess Kin, Sheppard
Bu.rklr? Fletcher McKellar Shipstead
Baya Frazier McMaster Shortridge
Bingham George MeNar Simmons
Black Gerry Mayfield Smith
Blaine Gillett Moses Steck
Blease Glass Neely Steiwer |
Borah Glenn Narbeck Stephens
Bratton Goft Norris Swanson
Brookhart Gould Nye Thomas, Idaho
Bruce Greene die Thomas, Okla.
Burton Hale Overman Trammell
Cuapper Harris Phipps Tydings
Caraway Harrison Pine son
Copeland Hastings Pittman Vandenberg
Couzens Hawes Ransdell W er
Curtis Hayden Reed, Mo Walsh, Mags,
Dale Heflin Reed, Pa. Walsh, Mont,
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Ark. Warren
Din Jones Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Edge Kendrick Sackett Watson
Edwards Keyes Bchall Wheeler

Mr. BLAINE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.

La ForrerrE] is necessarily absent. I ask that this announce-
ment may stand for the day.

Mr. NORR1S. 1 desire to announce that my colleague the
junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HowgLL] is absent on ac-
count of illness.

Mr, GERRY. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp]
is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness.

Mr. JONES. 1 desire to announce that the junior Senator
from Rhode Island [Mr. Mercary] is absent from the Senate
owing to illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14151) to pro-
yvide for establishment of a Coast Guard station at or near the
mouth of the Quillayute River in the State of Washington,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were signed
by the Vice President: 3

H. R.7200. An act to amend section 321 of the Penal Code;

and
H. R. 12404. An act authorizing erection of a memorial to Maj.
Gen. Henry A. Greene at Fort Lewis, Wash.

AUTHENTICATED

U.S. GOVERNMENT )

INFORMATION
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DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant
to law, additional schedules and lists of papers on the files of
the Treasury Department not needed in the transaction of public
business and having no permanent value, and asking for action
looking toward their disposition, which was referred to a Joint
Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the
Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania
and Mr. StMMmoNs members of the committee on the part of the
Senate,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr, ODDIE presented the following joint resolution of the
gegisl%{ure of the State of Nevada, which was ordered to lie on
e table:

Senate joint resolution, approved January 20, 1929, memorializing
President-elect Hoover to give his best consideration to the proposal
of the appolotment of Louis 8. Cates, of Utah, as Secretary of the
Interior of the United States

Whereas Louis 8. Cates, of the State of Utah, has been favorably
recommended for the post of Secretary of the Interior; and
Whereas the people of the State of Nevada recognizing the outstanding
ability and fitness of Mr. Cates for such position: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the Stote of Nevada, That
President-elect Hoover be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested to give
every proper consideration to the name of Louis 8. Cates in selecting a
Secretary of the Interior for his Cabinet.
Resolved, That properly certified coples of this resolution be forwarded
to Mr, Hoover and to our Benators and Representatives in Congress.
MoRrLEY GRISWOLD,
President of the Senate.
V. R. MERIALDO,
Becretary of the Benate.
R. C. TURRITTIN,
Bpeaker of the Assembly.
V. M. HENDERSON,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented the following tele-
grams, in the nature of memorials, relative to the cruiser con-
struction bilt, which were ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed in the RECORD:

BosTON, MASS,, February 2, 1929,
Senator Davip I, WALSH,
Benate Office Building, Washington, D. C.:

Massachusetts commitiee to modify eruiser bill opposes passage bill
in present form at present time. Urges as very minimum removal time
clanse. Emphatically desires reduction number cruisers or deferring
total building program. Approves Borah amendment definition neutral
rights. We earnestly desire your support for this program,

Lawrence G. Brooks, chairman ; Mrs. Elizabeth Tilton, vice chalr-
man ; Prof. Clarence R. Skinner, vice chairman ; Mrs. J. Meal-
colm Forbes, secretary-treasurer ; Miss Florence H. Luscomb,
executive secretary; J. Edgar Park, president Wheaton Col-
lege ; Samuel H. Thompson, president State Chamber of Com-
merce; H. L. Chipman, president Cape Cod Association of
Churches ; citizens of Boston and Cambridge ; Henry B. Cabot,
Dr. Richard C. Cabot; Prof. Z. Chaffee, jr.; President John
A, Cousens ; Dr. Hilbert F. Day; Dr. Robert C. Dexter ; Miss
Zara Dupont; Mrs. Janes W. Elliott; Miss Hugenia B.
Frothingham ; Rev, Dr. William E. Gilroy; Mrs. Edward
Ingraham ; Prof. and Mrs. Lewis J. Johnson; Miss Martha
L. Lathe ; Rabbi Harry Levi; Miss Lucy Lowell ; Mrs. Colin
W. MaeDonald ; David K. Niles; Rev. George L. Paine; Mrs.
George H. Parker; Mrs. Wenona Osborne Pinkham; Prof,
Bliss Perry; Mrs. Charles I. Quirk; Mrs. Willlamy Z. Ripley ;
Rev. H, Talmadge Root; Mrs. Francis B. Sayre; Prof. A. M.
Schlesinger ; Robert H. O. Schulz; James H. Sheldon; Rev.
George H. Spencer; James B. Watson; Mrs., Gertrude M.
Winslow ; Rev. Smith O. Dexter, Concord, Mass.; Mrs,
Albert Warren Levis, Dorchester ; Miss Charlotte E. Powell,
Dorchester ; Rev. H, Russel Clem, Fall River; Prof. Gorham
W. Harris, Newtonville; Rev. John W. Darr, Northampton ;
Prof. Ridney B. Fay, Northampton; Rev. James Guden
Gilkey, Springfield; Amanda L. Peterson, Worcester; Dr.
and Mrs. Samuel B. Woodward, Worcester; all signatores
individual, not organization.

BosToN, Mass., February j, 1929.
Senator Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Office Building:

Please add the following members of the Massachusetts committee to
modify cruiser bill to the list sent you Saturday: Emily G. Balch, Presi-
dent Women's International League for Peace and Freedom ; Rev, Albert
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C, Dieffenbach, editor the Christian Register; Mary H. Woolley, president
Mount Holyoke College; citizens of Boston, Brookline, and Cambridge ;
Rabbi Samuel J, Abrams; L. O. Hartman; Leslie W. Hopkinson ; Mra.
Elsa Tudor Leland; Herbert C. Parsons; Moorfield Storey; Charles F.
Weller ; Effie T, Attwill, Lynn ; Charles W. Bquares, Lynn ; Helen Tarboy,
Bwift River ; Katharine McDowell ; Rice Worthington. We urge elimina-
tion of time clause, reduction of number of cruisers, and modification of
gea law.
R. D. ForBES, Secretary,

Mr. COPELAND presented the following letter, in the nature
of a petition, relative to the cruiser construction bill, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the REcorp:

NEw Yorg CIry, January 31, 1929,

Dear SENATOR COPELAND: As women voters in New York City, ever
gince the vote was granted to women, we, the undersigned hereby wish
to express our views in regard to the important matter of the building
of cruisers by the United Btates.

We are most emphatically in favor of the ungualified protection of
our own country—first and foremost, and in every way possible, and
conglder the building of these crulsers a safeguard which we should
take immediate steps to procure. There should be no delay, and we
urge you to work to secure the passage of the bill in favor.

Many who oppose the construction are more interested in other
countries than they are in the United States, and many others are
not well informed, although they mean well.

Respectfully yours,
WeNONA P. MARLIN,
360 East Fiftieth Street.
ALTHEA Ewixa,
31 Tiemann Place.
M. EvL1zZABETH HURLEY.
EvELYN M. HURLEY.

Mr. BINGHAM presented a petition of sundry citizens of
New Haven, Conn., praying that action be deferred on the
pending cruiser construction bill, which was ordered to lie on
the table.

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cin-
cinnati and vieinity, in the State of Ohio, praying that action
be deferred on the pending cruiser construction bill, which were
ordered to lie on the table, ]

Mr. GILLETT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston,
Springfield, Winchester, Brookline, Somerville, Everett, Wor-
cester, Watertown, Brighton, Cambridge, Newton, Newtonville,
and Weymouth, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that
action be deferred on the pending cruiser construetion bill, which
were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. JONES presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Spo-
kane, Wash., remonstrating against the passage of the naval
construction bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DENEEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Mound City, Villa Ridge, America, and Cairo, all in the State
of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of legislation
limiting the power of radio stations, which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I present a resolution adopted
by the main body of the Immigration Restriction League on
Junuary 25, 1929, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp
and referred to the Committee on Immigration.

I also ask to have printed in the Recorp and referred to the
committee an article from the Saturday Evening Post of Janu-
ary 4, 1929, entitled * Shut the Back Door”; and another ar-
ticle from the Saturday Hvening Post of November 24, 1928,
entitled “ Time to Put Up the Bars.” Both articles refer to my
bill to place Mexico under the quota as other countries are now
required by the law restricting immigration. The Legislature
of Oregon recently unanimously passed resolutions urging the
passage of my measure.

There being no objection, the resolution and magazine ar-
ticles were referred to the Committee on Immigration and or-
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas Senate Joint Resolution 192, introduced by Senator NY®, pro-
vides for a farther postponement of one year in putting into effect the
national origins clause of the immigration act of 1920 by which the
inequalities in the quotas of certain countries determined on the 1890
foreign-born census basis are removed so that our immigration is appor-
tioned fairly in accordance with the number of people in our present
population of each national origin; and

Whereas sald national origins provision is a fundamental part of the
system of guota restriction adopted by Congress in 1924, and further
delay in putting the same into effect amounts to repudiation of our
whole present system of restriction:

Resolved by the main body of the Immigration Restriction League
(Inc.), at a regular meeting held on the 25th day of January, 1929, That
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said Benate Joint Resolution 192 is against the publie interest and ghould
not be enacted into law.

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of a resolution passed by
the main body of the Immigration Restriction League (Ine.) on the
25th day of January, 1929,

WM. L. Rav,
Secretary Main Body I'mmigration Restriction League (Ine.).

[From the Saturday Evening Post, November 24, 1928]
TIME TO PUT UP THE BARS

It is not without show of reason that the country is asking how much
longer we are going to defer putting the Mexiean Indian under the
quota law we have established for Europe. According to the Immigra-
tion Study Cominission, of Sacramento, in a single recent week 322
motor cars flled with Mexican laborers and their families passed
northward over a single highway in southern California. Hosts of
others swarnred in over other roads and large bands entered in carload
lots by rail.

The commission computes that if a local American farmer has 3
children he is likely to bhave 27 great-grandchildren. Mexican laborers
often have 9 children, or even more. At the 9-child rate, any of these
Mexicans who are coming’ in by the trainload might be expected to aver-
age 729 great-grandchildren. It requires no imagination to estimate the
overwhelming competition for jobs that the white American's great-
grandehildren will be up against.

No temporary considerations of expediency should ecarry the smallest
welght in preventing the preper economic protection of our own flesh
and blood.

[From the Saturday Evening Post, January 4, 1929]
SHUT THE BACE DOOR!

The people of the southwestern border States who .are making a de-
termined but rather ineffectual fight to shut out the hordes who are
gwarming into the country from Mexico deserve the hearty sapport of
the rest of the country. Their protests against this uncontrolled immi-
gration are based not upon theoretleal considerations but upon actual
conditions under which they have to live and which they can not avoid
without pulling up stakes and moving fo some other part of the country,
Their letters tell of able-bodied Americans who are out of employment
because they can not subsist and decently rear two or three children
upon the wages on which Mexican laborers can live contentedly and
bring up seven or eight youngsters, They complain of the unwarranted
burden put upon them in maintaining poorhouses, asylums, and corree-
tional institutions for some of these unwelcome guests.

It would seem as if the justice of their cause and the serious char-
acter of the situation with which they are trying to cope wonld enlist
the sympathy of the whole country and bring speedy relief. In the
past, at least, these things have been too much to hope for. Those who
seek relief are plain, everyday, small-town Americans who lack organi-
gation and influence, who do not know how to take their own part in
this particular sort of fight and who therefore remain rather inarticulate
and ineffective. Opposed to them are employers of cheap labor, both
private and corporate, who are well organized.

These people of the border are not taking their troubles lying down.
They react to them quite as strongly as they ought to, but they are not
reacting along effective lines. Varlous ecivie bodies in the Southwest
are hearing from them. Many letters of protest come to this office.
But, after all, neither civie societies nor magazines are intrusted with
the making of our national laws, and the efforts which should be
focused upon Congressmen, Senators, and members of the Immigration
Committees of both Houses are largely dissipated.

Congress has a great deal to do and only a few weeks in which to do
it, but no more pressing duty confronts it than that of slamming the
back door of the country and shooting the bolt.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 11289) for the relief of Katherina Kautz and
Fred G. Kautz, heirs of the estate of Christian F. Kautz, de-
ceased (Rept. No. 1615) ; and

A bill (H. R. 12007) for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. Peter J.
Egan (Rept. No. 1616).

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: -

A bill (S. 482) for the relief of Martin E, Riley (Rept. No.
1617) ;

A bill (H. R. 9943) for the relief of Sawyer Motor Co. (Rept.
No. 1618) ;

A bill (H. R. 10191) for the relief of G. J. Bell (Rept. No.
1619) ;

A bill (H. R. 11385) for the relief of Dr. Andrew J. Baker
(Rept. No. 1620) ; and
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A bill (H. R. 11749) for the relief of H. A. Russell (Rept.
No. 1621).

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 7392) for the relief of John I. Fitzgerald (Rept.
No. 1622) ; and

A bill (H. R. 8511) for the relief of the American Foreign
Trade Corporation and Fils d’Aslan Fresco (Rept. No. 1623).

Mr. PINE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 5270) to authorize the Secretary of
War to donate a bronze cannon to the city of Phoenix, Ariz.,
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No.
1627) thereon.

He algo, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 12520) for the relief of the Nez Perce Tribe of
Indians (Rept. No., 1624) ;

A bill (H. R. 13977) authorizing the Secretary of the In-
terior to settle claims by agreement arising under operation of
Indian irrigation projects (Rept. No. 1625) ; and

A bill (H. R. 15523) authorizing representatives of the sev-
eral States to make certain inspections and to investigate
State sanitary and health regulations and school attendance on
Indian reservations, Indian tribal lands, and Indian allotments
(Rept. No. 1626).

Mr, FRAZIER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 5113) to authorize an appro-
priation to pay half the cost of a bridge near the Soboba Indian
Reservation, Calif., reported it with an amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1628) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 5519) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
purchase land for the Alabama and Coushatta Indians of Texas,
subject to certain mineral and timber interests (Rept. No.
1629) ;

A bill (8. 5563) to repeal that portion of the act of Angust
24, 1912, imposing a limit on agency salaries of the Indian
Service (Rept. No. 1630) ; and

A bill (H. R. 13692) authorizing the Coos (Kowes) Bay,
Lower Umpqua (Kalawatset), and Siuslaw Tribes of Indians
of the State of Oregon to present their claims to the Court of
Claims (Rept. No. 1631), ;

Mr, STEIWER, from the Special Committee Investigating
Presidential Campaign Expenditures, to which was referred the
subject matter of the resolution (8. Res. 255) authorizing the
Special Committee on Investigation of Campaign Expenditures
to investigate certain purchases of sugar in Cuba and Porto
Rico and its disposition, agreed to May 28, 1928, submitted a
report (No. 1614) thereon.

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to which were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 1979) for the relief of the Union Shipping &
Trading Co. (Ltd.) (Rept. No. 1632) ; and

A bill (H. R. 2492) to extend the benefits of the United States
employee’s compensation act of September 7, 1916, to John L.
Jenifer, a former employee of the Government Printing Office,
Washington, District of Columbia (Rept. No. 1633).

Mr, STEIWER also (for Mr. Howerr), from the Committee
on Claims, to which were referred the following bills, reported
them each without amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 967) for the relief of George J. lllichevsky
(Rept. No. 1634) ; and

A bill (H. R, 12711) for the relief of certain members of a
trail ecrew employed by the Forest Service (Rept. No. 1635).

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Claims, to which were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 5326) for the relief of Jessie L. Kinsey (Rept. No.
1636) ; and

A bill (H. R. 10327) for the relief of Charles J. Hunt (Rept.
No. 1637).

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 7166) to allow ecredit in the ac-
counts of disbursing officers of the Army of the United States
on account of refunds made to purchasers of surplus war sup-
plies, reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No,
1638) thereon.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Pensions,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 16522) granting pensions
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the
Regular Army and Navy, ete., and certain soldiers and sailors
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of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such sol-
diers and sailors, reported it with amendments and submitted
a report (No. 1639) thereon. :

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (8. 5127) to carry into
effect the twelfth article of the treaty between the United States
and the Loyal Shawnee Indians proclaimed October 14, 1868,
{ﬁported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1640)

ereon,

He algo, from the same committee, to which were referred the
following bill and joint resolution, reported them each without
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 8901) to amend and further extend the benefits
of the act approved March 3, 1925, entitled “An act conferring
Jjurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudi-
cate, and enter judgment in any and all claims, of whatever
nature, which the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians may have
or claim to have against the United States, and for other pur-
poses " (Rept. No. 1641) ; and

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 343) authorizing an extension of
time within which suits may be instituted on behalf of the
Cherokee Indians, the Seminole Indians, the Creek Indians, and
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians to June 30, 1930, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 1642),

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 4084) for the relief of the persons suffer-
ing loss on account of the Lawton, Okla., fire, 1917, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1643) thereon.

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was
referred the bill (8. 5254) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across Port Wash-
ington Narrows, within the city of Bremerton, Wash., reported
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 1644)
thereon.,

Mr. STECK, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 12898) to extend
the collect-on-delivery service and limits of ‘indemnity to sealed
domestic mail on which the first-class rate of postage is paid,
reported it without amendment.

Mr. GOFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 5769) to authorize the consolidation
and coordination of Government purchases, to enlarge the
functions of the General Supply Committee, and for other pur-
poseg, reported it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. 1645) thereon.

Mr. WATERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 12203) to authorize the
designation and bonding of persons to act for disbursing officers
and others charged with the disbursement of public money of
the United States, reported it with amendments and submitted
a report (No. 1646) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A bill (8. 5668) granting a pension to Bessie M. Jenkins; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE :

A bill (8. 5669) granting pensions and increase of pension
to nurses of the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or
the China relief expedition ; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 5670) authorizing the payment of war-risk insur-
ance to Laura E. De Armoun; to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (8. 5671) for the relief of Michael Power;

A bill (8. 5672) for the relief of Eustace J. Lancaster; and

A bill (8. 5673) for the relief of George Deck; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GILLETT:

A bill (8 5674) for the relief of Oscar P. Hebert; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEIWER :

A bill (8. 5675) providing for the final enrollment of the In-
dians of the Klamath Indian Reservation in the State of Ore-
gon ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 5676) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide
compensation for disability or death resulting from injury to
employees in certain employments in the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 1928; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. FLETCHER :

A bill (8. 5677) to amend section 2 of the act, chapter 254, ap-
proved March 2, 1927, entitled “An act authorizing the county
of Eseambia, Fla., and/or the county of Baldwin, Ala., and/or
the State of Florida, and/or the State of Alabama to acquire all
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the rights and privileges granted to the Perdido Bay Bridge &
Ferry Co. by chapter 168, approved June 22, 1916, for the con-
struction of a bridge across Perdido Bay from Lillian, Ala., to
Cummings Point, Fla.” ; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. McNARY:

A bill (8. 5678) to authorize the United States to be made a
party defendant in any suit or action which may be commenced
by the State of Oregon in the United States District Court for
the Dictrict of Oregon, for the determination of the title to all
or any of the lands constituting the beds of Malheur and Harney
Lakes in Harney County, Oregon, and lands riparian thereto,
and to all or any of the waters of said lakes and their tribu-
taries, together with the right to control the use thereof, author-
izing all persons clainring to have an inferest in said land,
water, or the use thereof, to be made parties or to intervene in
said suit or action, and conferring jurisdiction on the United
States courts over such cause; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. DENEEN:

A bill (8. B679) for the relief of Charles N. Neal; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A Dbill (8. 5680) granting a pension to Frances 8. Snow; and

A bill (8. 5681) granting a pension to Winifred Tucker; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, GLENN (for Mr. LARRAZOLO) :

A bill (8. 5682) for the settlement of claims arising with
respect to the War Finance Corporation cattle in Mexico ; to the
Committee on Clainrs.

By Mr. JOHNSON:

A bLill (8. 5683) anthorizing replacing of the canseway over
Mare Island Strait, Calif.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. NORBECK :

A bill (8. 5684) to amend the War Finance Corporation act,
approved April 5, 1918, as amended, to provide for the liquida-
tion of the assets and the winding up of the affairs of the War
Finance Corporation after April 4, 1929, and for other purposes ;
‘to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. McKELLAR:

A bill (8. 5685) to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River
at or near Tiptonville, Tenn. ; to the Conmnittee on Commerce.

By Mr. HAWES:

A bill (8. 5686) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate
interstate transporiation of black bass, and for other purposes,”
approved May 20, 1526; to the Committee on- Interstate
Commerce.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I submit an amendment In-
tended to be proposed by me to the deficiency appropriation bill,
which I ask may be printed, printed in the Recorp, and referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

The amendment was referred to the Committee on Commerce,
and ordered to be printed, and to be prinfed in the REecozp,
as follows:

That section 7 of the Public Act No. 391, Seventieth Congress,
approved May 15, 1928, be amended by adding thereto the following
proviso :

« Provided, That of said sum $1,200,000, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, may be allotted by the Secretary of War on the recom-
mendation of the Chief of Engineers in the reimbursement of levee
districts or others for expenditures for the construction, repair, or
maintenance of any flood-control work on any tributaries of the Mis-
sissippi River that may be threatenmed, impaired, or destroyed by flood
or that have been impaired, damaged, or destroyed by flood; and also
in the construction, repair, or maintenance, and in the reimbursement
of levee districts or others for the construetion, repair, or maintenance
of any flood-control work on any of the tributaries of the Mississippi
River that have been impaired, damaged, or destroyed by caving banks,
or that may be threatened or Impaired by caving banks, of such tribu-
taries, whether or not such caving has taken place during a food
stage.”

Mr. WATSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the legislative appropriation bill for the fiscal
year 1930, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tiens and ordered to be printed, as follows:

Under the office of the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkceper of the
Senate, strike out " upholsterer and locksmith, $2,100; cabinetmaker,
$1,800 ; three carpenters, at $1,800 each ™ and Insert * foreman ecabinet-
maker, $2,700; locksmith, $2,400; upholsterer, $2,400; earpenter,

$2,400 ; woodfinisher, $2,400.”

OPERATION OF RADIO STATIONS BY PUBLIC-UTILITY CORPORATIONS

Mr. BLACK submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 4937) continuing the powers and
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authority of the Federal radio act of 1027, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO CRUISER CONSTRUCTION RILL

Mr. HEFLIN submitted an amendment; Mr. BURTON, Mr.
BROOKHART, and Mr., HARRISON each snbmitted two amend-
ments; Mr. NORRIS submitted three amendments; and Mr.
BINGHAM submitted four amendments intended to be proposed
by them severally to House bill 11526, the cruiser construection
bill, which were ordered te lie on the table and to be printed.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions:

On February 2, 1929 :

8.2362. An act to authorize the payment to Robert Toquothty
of royalties arising from an cil and gas well in the bed of
the Red River, Okla.;

8. 2980. An act for the relief of John B. Moss;

5.3453. An aet for the relief of Clara Perey;

8. 4454, An act for the relief of Jess T, Fears;

8.4927. An act for the relief of Peter Shapp; and

S.J. Res. 198. Joint resolution to provide for the maintenance
of public order and the protection of life and property in con-
nection with the presidential inauguration ceremonies in 1929,
. On Februnary 4, 1929:

8.4979. An act to authorize the eity of Niobrara, Nebr., to
transfer Niobrara Island to the State of Nebraska; and
. 8.J. Res. 59. Joint resolution authorizing the President to as-
certain, adjust, and pay certain claims of grain elevators and
grain firms to cover insurance and interest on wheat during the
years 1919 and 1920, as per a certain contract authorized by the
President.

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I would like to have inserted
in the Recorp a special dispatch from Concord, N. H., to the
Boston Herald, stating that the New Hampshire Senate has
just unanimously passed a bill to proteet private dwellings from
unwarranted search by dry forces, by a penalty of $500 fine and
gix months imprisonment for any officer making an illegal
search. This, I apprehend, is another evidence that the worm
is beginning to turn.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

SEEKS TO PROTECT HOUSES FROM RAIDS—NEW HAMPSHIRE SBENATE PASSES
BILL TO JAIL ERRING DRY AGENTS

(Bpecial dispatch to the Boston Herald)

Coxconp, N. H., January 30.—What promises to be one of the most
bitter fights in New Hampshire prohibition legislation was precipitated
here to-day when the senate introduced and unanimously passed a bill
to protect the private dwelling from unwiarranted search by dry forces
under penalty of $£500 fine and six months' imprisonment for any offi-
cer making an illegal search.

The bill virtually declares that a man’'s home is his castle, and that
he may keep liquor there for his own use or for the entertainment of
bona fide guests. It defines a private dwelling to include a single room
as follows:

“The term *private dwelling ' shall be construed to inciude the room
or rooms used and occupled not transiently bLut solely as a residence
in an apartment house, hotel, or boarding house'

This is the senate's reply to the persistent efforts of the Anti-Saloon
League to have a law enacted which would make the buyer of intoxicat-
ing liquor equally gullty with the seller. Such a bill is now being con-
gidered by the house. It has passed that body twice in the last two
sesslons only to be killed each time in the senate, which now proposes
to kill it again.

The act definitely states that no house may be searched without a
wirrant, and that no warrant shall be issued unless there is unmis-
takable evidence that the householder is violating the law by selling or
manufacturing liguor. It provides that before a warrant may be issued
the justice shall hear and write down the evidence, and preserve it for
possible court action.

The senators argue that the constitution of New Hampshire protects
the householder to an unusual degree, but that the proposed dry legis-
lation would all but remove his constitutional rights. They state that
in their geal to secure evidence and convictlon dry officials have over-
stepped their rights as officers of the law, and that the time has come
to guarantee the householder the protection and immunity granted him
in the State constitution.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HEALTH

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I wish to announce that
to-morrow, immediately after the Senate convenes, I shall ad-
dress the Senate on Senate bill 4518, to establish and operate
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a national institute of health. If the cruiser bill is not finished
to-day I shall attempt to get recognition as soon as the cruiser
bill is disposed of.

REPORT OF THE WAR FINANCE CORPORATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bargiey in the chair)
laid before the Senate the Eleventh Annual Report of the War
Finance Corporation, submitted pursuant to law, for the year
ended November 30, 1928, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

CONSTRUCTION OF CRUISERS

The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with the unanimous-
consent agreement previously entered into, the Chair lays before
the Senate the unfinished business.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11526) to authorize the construc-
tion of certain naval vessels, and for other purposes.

Mr. TYSON obtained the floor.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Tennessee
yield? i

Mr. TYSON. I yield to the Senator from Maine.

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the unanimous-
consent agreement on the cruiser bill may be modified so that
amendments introduced before 4 o'clock this afternoon shall be
treated as pending at and after 4 o'clock.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President, would not the Senator in-
clude in the proposal that all amendments which are now lying
on the table may be considered as having been introduced?

Mr. HALE, That is what the modification provides for.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, has the Senator
considered the effect of the proposed modification on the lim-
itation of debate?

Mr. HALE. I do not think that it would make any difference
in that respect.
Mr. HEFLIN. It would not change the 10-minute limitation

which goes into effect after 4 o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Permit me to call attention to
the fact that the agreement provides that any Senator may
speak 10 minutes upon any pending amendment. If all amend-
ments are pending, it follows that he may speak as many
periods of 10 minutes each as there are pending amendments,
so that the suggestion in the form in which it is presented
modifies the unanimous-consent agreement by extending the
limitation of debate in the way I have indicated. If the general
parliamentary rule that only one amendment can be pending is
modified so as to make all amendments pending, since any Sen-
ator can speak 10 minutes on any pending amendment, he may
therefore speak 10 minutes each on all the amendments, and
that will prolong the debate very greatly.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas is
correct: but that was really the understanding by which the
unanimous-consent agreement was reached. It was inaptly
drawn and provides for “pending amendments.” There can be
only one amendment pending at 4 o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the modification to the
agreement would make all amendments pending at 4 o'clock.

Mr. SWANSON. That is really what was intended by the
original unanimous-consent agreement, and if that had not
been done the unanimous-consent agreement would never have
been entered into. I believe in keeping the faith with Senators
even if the agreement was inaptly drawn, and I hope there will
be no objection to the modification proposed.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I shall certainly not object to
it, but I want the Senate to understand that when any Senator
takes the floor after 4 o'clock under the modification of the
unanimous-consent agreement he may speak 50 minutes if there
are five amendments pending. That is the legal effect of the
proposed modification.

Mr. SWANSON. That is the understanding.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If that is the desire of Sena-
tors, I shall not ohject.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, may we have the proposed
modification read again?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; let it be read.

Mr. NORRIS. If that be true, it would not change what a
Senator could do, anyway. If the amendments were offered
one after another, he could not speak twice on the same amend-
ment. When he had spoken once, that would be the end of it.

Mr. SWANSON. That was the understanding.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am not objecting to the

proposed agreement, but I want it to be understood.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, can we have the agreement
read?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the unanimous-
consent agreement which has already been entered into, and
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then the proposed unanimous-consent agreement submitted by
the Senator from Maine.
The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, by unanimous consent, That on the calendar day of Monday,
February 4, 1929, upon the approval of the Journal, the Senate will
proceed to consideration of the bill (H. R. 11526) to authorize the eon-
struction of certain naval vessels, and for other purposes; and no Sena-
tor shall speak more than once or longer than 30 minutes upon the bill,
or more than once or longer than 30 minutes on any amendment offered
thereto ; and that after the hour of 4 o’clock p. m., on said calendar day,
no Senator ghall speak more than once or longer than 10 minutes npon
the bill, or more than once or longer than 10 minutes upon any pending
amendment, and no amendment shall be proposed after 4 o’clock p. m. of
said day. (January 29, 1929.)

Mr. TYSON. Mr, President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will
state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I understand that the debate now
proceeding is not to be taken out of my time,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct; it will not
be taken out of his time.

Mr. McKELLAR. Now, let the proposed modification of the
unanimous-consent agreement be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the unanimous-
consent request proposed by the Senator from Maine in modi-
fication of the agreement already entered into.

The CHIEr CreErx. The Senator from Maine proposes to
modify the unanimous-consent agreement as follows:

Modify the agreement by providing that amendments introduced before
4 o'clock shall be treated as pending at and after 4 o'clock.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, there can be but one amend-
ment pending at 4 o'clock under the rules. This would cut out
all but the pending amendment, the one first offered, while it
was distinctly understood that all amendments offered prior to
4 o'clock should be considered pending so that they could be
voted on.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The language of the proposed
modification expressly makes them all pending. In other words,
by the language proposed we rescind the ordinary parliamentary
rule. I have no objection to it, but I did not think the Senate
understood it.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator
from Virginia, only one amendment can be pending at a time,
and that amendment is to be considered by the Senate, and when
it is voted up or voted down another one will be pending, and
20 on.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the proposed agreement
provides that they shall all be pending at 4 o'clock. That is the
vice of the proposed amendment ; but I do not object to it.

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 think the purpose of that, Mr. President, if
I understand the Senator from Maine, is to allow any Senator
who wants to offer an amendment to the bill to submit his
amendment and have it on the table prior to 4 o’clock.

Mr. HALE. At 4 o'clock.

Mr. SWANSON. That is what we understood the unanimous-
consent agreement to mean,

Mr. HALE. In view of the discussion of this matter I with-
draw the request for unanimous consent at the present time, to
take it up later.

Mr. SWANSON. I renew the request for unanimous consent,

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, the understanding was that every
Senator should have an opportunity to offer amendments and to
speak upon them if he desired, and it is the purpose of the pro-
posed agreement to carry out that understanding.

Mr. SWANSON. I think it carries out the intent of the
agreement that was entered into. Senators would not have con-
sented to the agreement if it had not been understood that
amendments submitted prior to 4 o’clock would be considered
pending at that time.

Mr. HALBE. I think it is entirely right that amendments sub-
mitted before 4 o'clock should be considered as pending and
should be subject to debate; but I do not think that any Sen-
ator should have the right to speak 50 minutes if, for instance,
there are five amendments pending. I think the intention of
the Senate was that each Senator should have the right to
speak but 10 minutes on any single amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest, instead of the
unanimous-consent agreement now proposed, that it be modified
in this way:

I ask unanimous consent that all amendments heretofore
printed and intended to be proposed to the pending bill—the
cruiser bill—may, in a parlimentary sense, and in accordance
with the intent of the unanimous-consent agreement, be re-




2740

garded as having been proposed prior to the hour of 4 o'clock
to-day.

That will accomplish the purpose,

Mr. SWANSON. That would limit it to printed amendments.
A Senator might want to submit an amendment at 4 o'clock
which was not printed and would therefore be out of order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I object to the request of the
Senator from Virginia if he objects to the one I have suggested.

Mr. SWANSON. It was the understanding upon which the
unanimous-consent agreement was entered into that it should
include all amendments offered up to 4 o'clock The modifica-
tion proposed by the Senator from Arkansas would require a
Senator to have the amendment printed, and only those that had
been printed up to the hour of 4 o’clock would be in order. It
was distinetly understood that all amendments proposed prior
to 4 o'clock should be considered as pending at that time, else
the Senate would not have agreed to it. That is my under-
standing.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will strike out the word
“printed.”” I think that word should not be in there; I did not
observe that it was in there, and it is improperly there. The
modification suggested by me, however, will accomplish the
desire of the Senator from Maine if the word “ printed " be left
out, so as fo read:

That all amendments presented

Mr. NORRIS. Presented before 4 o'clock.

Mr. SWANSON. Presented before 4 o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That all amendments pre-
sented before the hour of 4 o'clock and intended to be pro-
posed to the pending bill—the cruiser bill—may, in a parlia-
mentary sense, and in accordance with the intent of the unani-
mous-consent agreement, be regarded as having been proposed
prior to the hour of 4 o'clock.

Mr, SWANSON. That is all right.

Mr. WATSON. That is all right.

Mr. HALE. Would it not be well to add to that that no
Senator shall speak on any one pending amendment for more
than 10 minutes?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That will not be needed; it is
already in the agreement.

Mr. WATSON. That is right.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unanimous-
consent request of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair
hears none, and, without objection, the agreement is entered
into.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ten-
nessee yield to me in order that I may offer an amendment and
have it printed?

Mr. TYSON. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. HARRISON. I offer an amendment which I should like
to have read and printed. It is very short.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HARmrisoN fo the bill
(H. It. 11526) to authorize the construction of certain naval vessels,
and for other purposes, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause
through the comma in line 5, page 2, and insert in lien thereof the
following :

“That the President of the TUnited States is hereby authorized to
undertake prior to January 1, 1932, the construction of 15 light cruisers,
to cost, including armor and armament, not to exceed $17,000,000 each,
and 1 aircraft carrier, to cost, including armor and armament, not to
exceed $19,000,000: Provided.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Mississippi will be printed and lie on the table.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

Mr. TYSON. I yield to the Senator from Montana.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I observe by the Recorp that on
Saturday the Senate adjourned until 12 o'clock to-day, I
inquire what ig the present order of business?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is proceeding under the
unanimous-consent agreement, and the cruiser bill is the unfin-
ished business,

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I doubt if there has ever been
a subject more ably discussed from every angle than the cruiser
bill now before the Senate. There has been much propaganda
on hoth sides of this guestion. A great many of our citizens
feel that the construction of these cruisers is absolutely neces-
sary to the welfare and safety of the country; on the other
hand, there are many who feel that the building of these cruisers
would be a useless expenditure and an indefensible waste.

There is still another group which is controlled largely by
idealism and the love of peace to the point where they feel
the passage of this bill, in the face of the fact that we have just
ratified a treaty to renounce war and pledging ourselves “ never
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again to seek settlement of any conflict or dispute except by
peaceful means,” would be little short of downright hypocrisy
and bad faith.

I give everyone of these classes of people credit for good
faith and believe that they are all acting for what they believe
to be the best interest of the country; but the responsibility is
upon the Congress of the United States to do its duty as we
see it, and in the best interest of the country.

Mr, President, I can not hope to add much to the splendid
arguments which have been made, and I shall not use many
figures, as every possible figure has already been presented to the
Senate. There are people in my State who are opposed to this
bill, and there are others who are in favor of it; therefore,
which ever way I vote, I am going to disappoint some of my
constituents. -

I would refrain from saying anything on this subjeet except
for the fact that I have seen something of war. Having served
in the Spanish-American War, and having commanded a brigade
of American troops overseas, at Ypres in Belgium and along
the Hindenburg line on the Somme. in France, during many
stirring months of the World War, my comrades of those wars,
as well as my own people, may feel that I would fail in my
duty did I not express myself to the Senate on this question.

Mr. President, merely because I have served in two wars, I
do not claim to know more abont this guestion nor nearly so
much as many of those who have expressed their views here to
the Senate, and I have been very greatly enlightened by the
discussions which have taken place.

Ordinarily the authorization for the bumilding of 15 ecruisers,
while involving a large expenditure, ought not to be a question
of great international moment, but, under the surrounding cir-
cumstances, the authorization and the building of the cruisers
provided for in this bill become a great and momentous pro-
ceeding, one fraught, perhaps, with great conseguences, not
only for our own country, but it may have a great influence on
the future peace of the world.

The distinguished senior Senator from Montana [Mr. WaALsu],
inidelivering his able address to the Senate a few days ago,
said:

It is perfectly evident that the comstruction of the ecruisers con-
templated by this bill under consideration looks to a war primarily
with Great Britain and secondarily with Japan.

This is a very frank statement, but, Mr. President, it is nec-
essary to speak plainly.

I look at the subject a little differently from the senior Sena-
tor from Montana. .

It is true there are only two powers in the world which have
navies at all commensurate with ours, and those two, of course,
are Great Britain and Japan, but, in my opinion, if this bill
shall be passed and the eruisers be constructed, we shall-have no
war in the near future with either Great Britain or Japan. It is
our duty to look to the future and to take no unnecessary
chances.

The question, as I see it before us is, Have we an adequate
navy at this time to defend our interests under any and all
circumstances? Upon the answer to that question depends the
determination as to whether or not these cruisers should be
built at this time.

I do not think Great Britain has any desire to have a war with
us. In fact, I think that one of the last things in the world that
Great Britain should want is a war with the United States.

Notwithstanding the fact that we have been twice at war with
Great Britain, I wish to say here and now that, in my opinion,
with the exception of France, Great Britain has been one of
the greatest friends this country has had. For the majority
of the people of these United States she is bene of our bone and
blood of our blood. 2

Mr, President, I realize what a calamity it would be not only
to us but to the world if we should have a war with Great
Britain. I appreciate Great Britain; I appreciate her people
and I would not do anything that would injure her legitimate
interests or lessen her greatness, and I want to go upon record
as to my admiration and friendship for that great nation.

My ancestors on both sides were English, and I feel pride in
that fact. With all due respect to other nations, I feel that
with the exception of our country, Great Britain has done, and
is doing more, perhaps, for the betterment of mankind, the
advancement of civilization, and the peace and happiness of the
world, than any other nation; and though she has taken a great
part of the earth, either by force or purchase or colonization,
it is only just and right to say that she is not alone in that
respect, and that every land over which the British flag floats
is a land of law and order; that its people enjoy the benefits
of English rule,
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She has now acquired more than one-fourth of all the land
upon the habitable globe, the possessions of that nation are
found in every part of the earth, and the courage of her people
is such that the British flag has never been hauled down in any
land which Britain ever possessed except in the American
Revolution, and then only to the descendants of Englishmen.

Our Nation and the British nation have been living in peace
and amity for 115 years. With this long period of peace and
friendship and with our ties of the World War to bind us closer
together, if we are reasonable and prudent, we shall continue
to dwell in peace and amity as we have in the past.

But, Mr. President, my first duty is to my own country. I
have made this statement about Great Britain in order that
our people may realize the improbability of war with Great
Britain provided we pursue a proper course, for there is only
one contingency, in my judgment, upon which a war can and
may arise, and that contingency may arise at any time when
Britain is at war with another country by interfering with our
commerce upon the seas.

I do mnot believe Great Britain would declare war upon us;
but should Great Britain be at war with one or more nations,
and should she attempt to control the seas, as she has in the
past, and should she interfere with our commerce to neutral
countries, then we might be compelled to go to war with her
in order to maintain our rights upon the seas. If we are
weak in naval strength she will not consider us differently
from other neutrals. It takes a long time to build a navy, and
we must always be prepared for this contingency.

Great Britain has without doubt in all the years of her exist-
ence determined that she will control the seas; she has con-
trolled the seas so long that she believes it Ler right; she
believes it to be necessary to her existence, to her supremacy,
and to the control of the great areas in every part of the earth
which she now possesses,

At present, it is admitted by all that our Navy is not equal
to that of Great Britain. We are behind her in tonnage and
behind her in eruisers, If we are to have a navy, we should
have a good one. We should have a balanced navy. That is
to say, we should have a sufficient number of the different
classes of ships so that all of the other ships that we have at
any time may be made most effective, To balance our Navy
we must have more cruisers,

It has been repeatedly shown the Senators that the United
States in cruiser strength is far below the cruiser strength of
Great Britain and Japan. It is unnecessary to go into further
detail about this matter. We know that the United States
has built and is building 18 modern cruisers, aggregating
146,000 tons; that Great Britain has built and is building or
has authorized some 66 modern cruisers, with a total tonnage of
409,976 ; and that Japan has built and is building or has author-
ized 33 modern cruisers, with a total fonnage of 206,415.

It will thus be seen that the United States is far below
Japan, and has only about one-third of the tonnage of Great
Britain,

In 1921 we had a great disarmament conference in Washing-
ton, and went into a treaty in regard to capital ships and
airplane carriers, but not in regard to cruisers and auxiliary
ships. Since that disarmament conferénce we have built prac-
tically nothing. On the other hand, Great Britain and Japan
have been building at a very rapid rate, especially in modern
craisers.

I do not claim for a moment that they have done anything
contrary to the Washington treaty. They had a perfect right
to build these cruisers. It was agreed at that conference that
the United States, Great Britain, and Japan should be on a
parity of 5-5-3 as to capital ships and airveraft carriers. It
has been suggested by some that if we build more ships it
would appear as if we are looking to war with one of these
greiat countries; but 1 ask the question, Why is Great Britain
continuing to build so that she has such a great tonnage beyond
what we have? Why is Japan continuing to build so that she
has a great tonnage beyond that which we have?

We must remember that our military and naval experts will
tell us that we do not need a greater navy to defend the sea-
coast of the United States; that our seacoast must be largely
defended by seacoast fortifications, by airplanes and subma-
rines; and that any navy of the world can be kept off our
shores. What we need with a navy is to defend and protect
our rights far from our shores—in other words, to protect our
commerce in every part of the world. Now, it is conceded that a
cruiser is the best of all ships to protect our commerce in every
part of the world. We further must realize the fact that our
foreign commerce is to-day something over $9,000,000,000, that
of Great Britain about $10,000,000,000, and that of Japan about
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$2,000,000,000 yearly; and that our commerce is increasing
faster than that of any other country.

If Great Britain and Japan have no ulterior motive, it is to
be presumed that these great countries are building these
cruisers to protect their commerce as well as to defend their
countries. Now, if Great Britain, with 25 great naval bases
scattered all over the world at most convenient locations, needs
66 modern cruisers with 409,976 tons to defend her commerce
of $10,000,000,000 annually, and if Japan, with 5 naval bases,
needs 33 modern cruisers to defend a yearly commerce of
$2,000,000,000, how many cruisers does the United States of
America, with only 7 bases, need to defend a commerce of
$9,000,000,000 yearly?

Can we expect to defend our commerce with 18 modern
cruisers, with 146,000 tons, when it requires that great number
of modern cruisers for these two countries to defend their com-
merce?

Is there any reason why the United States should not build at
this time 15 modern cruisers to defend her vast commerce?
If she builds these cruisers, even then she will not be up to
Great Britain, and only a little ahead of Japan, in cruisers.

On the other hand, if Great Britain and Japan are arming,
against whom are they arming? Great Britain certainly is not
arming against any particular country in KEurope, as all the
navies there ecould not challenge her; and against whom is
Japan arming, as there is no country except the United States
that might challenge her in the Pacific?

At the disarmament conference in 1921 the United States cer-
tainly expected to keep a navy on a parity with Great Britain
and to have a navy greater than Japan as 5 is to 3. Have we
changed our minds, and do we feel that such a navy is not now
necessary ?

The President of the United States has recommended these
cruisers, but he wishes the time limit struck out. The House of
Representaitves of the United States has passed this bill with
the time limit over the recommendation of the President, and
by a very great majority. The great majority of the people of
the United States, as I understand, expéct the United States to
keep its Navy at least near a parity of 5-6-3 with Great Britain
and Japan.

Now, the question is, Are we justified in deferring the build-
ing of these cruisers when our Navy is already so far inferior
to those of Great Britain and Japan?

Section 4 of this bill provides as follows:

In the event of an infernational agreement, which the President is
requested to encourage, for the further limitation of naval armament,
to which the United Btates is signatory, the President is hereby author-
ized and empowered to suspend, in whole or in part, any of the naval
construction authorized under this act.

Mr. President, this gives the President of the United States
the right to suspeud the construction of any of these ships if we
can arrive at an international agreement,

The laying down of these ships is extended over a period of
some three years. It seems to me that we could have an inter-
national limitation of naval armament conference even this
year and arrive at an agreement, if the naval powers desire
an agreement; and if no agreement can be arrived at this year,
why should we delay?

It is argued that if we have no time limit, we can negotiate
with Great Britain and Japan in such a way as we will not
have to build these cruisers, because they will agree on a limi-
tation of armament. If we had had no conference for the limi-
tation of armament with Great Britain and Japan since 1921,
there might be strong justification for placing no time limit on
these cruisers; but in July, 1927, as everyone knows, we went
into a limitation of arms conference at Geneva with these two
great powers; and notwithstanding that strenuous effort was
made, it was impossgible at that time to agree, and we were
largely flouted.

If we could reach no agreement a year and a half ago, is
there any reason to assume that we will do better again if our
condition is the same in regard to cruisers and armament as
that which obtained at the Geneva conference?

The chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, the Sena-
tor from Idaho [Mr. Boram], and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WarsH], both of whom are opposed to this bill and are for
striking out the time limit, have stated that if no agreement can
be had with Great Britain and Japan, then they are willing to
go ahead and build these cruisers; but, Mr. President, I wish to
emphasize that in my judgment our only chance to reach any
satisfactory agreement on limitation of armament in the future
is to build them now.

Some of the Senators seem to feel that we can negotiate with
Great Britain and get her to agree to our idea of the freedom
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is against her vital interest, and we can not blame her. I doubt
if it would be to her interest to agree to the freedom of the seas.
In time of war she might not interfere with our commerce, be-
cause of our naval strength ; but she will certainly interfere with
the commerce of those neutrals which have small navies when-
ever her paramouni interests demand it. She has done it in the
past, and she will do it in the future. Necessity knows no law.
If she were at war with some other nation, and feared to inter-
fere with our commerce, she could let our commerce go free, but
still interfere with the commerce of other nations, and still gain
a great advantage,

I do not believe she will agree to the freedom of the seas for
all nations. I think it is an iridescent dream to expect Great
Britain, with her far-flung Empire, built up as it is upon her
supremacy of the seas, to agree to the freedom of the seas.

Many Senators believe it was a great mistake for us to have
scrapped our ships, Whether that is true or not, it is now an
accomplished fact. Now, do we need these ships; are we able
to build them ; and is it advisable for us to do so?

It is going to be a great expense fo the country to build them
to start with, and it will be a still greater expense ultimately to
operate them and replace them.

I believe the reason why the Geneva conference failed was
because the other powers felt we would not build more cruisers,
because we would not be willing to spend the money, and they
could maintain their lead.

Some Senators may not believe in a limitation of armament
conference, but I do. I feel that much ean be accomplished ulti-
mately in such a conference; and if we do not have armament
limitation conferences we are sure to get on a competitive basis.
If we can get the five naval nations of the world together under
proper conditions, or even three of them, and reason this matter
out, I am confident the conference can limit the number of ships
that each nation is to have, and thus limit armament and limit
expense. If we do not do this, there will be no end to the con-
struetion of ships and the increase in expenditures for the Navy.

It is said Great Britain expects to continue to build. If that
be the case, the Navy Department of the United States will con-
tinue to demand more and more sghips in order that we may keep
upon a parity with Great Britain.

Japan will naturally continue to build more and more in
order to keep up her parity, and so will France and Italy, and
thus there will be no end to this armament race. It can only
be adjusted, in my judgment, by a limitation of armament con-
ference based upon reason and common sense. Unless we can
limit armament by some sort of agreement it will not be 10
years before the Navy of the United States will be costing
us annually $500,000,000. If we do not build these cruisers our
influence in the mext conference will be even less than it was
at Geneva, and nothing will be aceomplished.

When we consider the great program handed the Congress
by the Navy Department at the beginning of this Congress,
providing for an expenditure of some $750,000,000 for new
ships, we can have some conception of the magnitude of the
expenditures which we will be called upon to make if this
race for supremacy of the seas is not halted.

To wait in building these cruisers is an evidence of uncer-
tainty and weakness.

I have said nothing about the Pacific Ocean. I feel that it
js necessary to be frank about this matter., My opinion is
that if we have war it is quite as likely to be in the Pacific
as in the Atlantic.

It is true we have been at peace with all the powers having
possessions in the Pacific, with the exception of Spain, since
time immemorial, but we have our farthest outlying possessions
in the Orient—the Philippines—which, we must admit, are a
source of weakness to the United States. If we sghould ever
have trouble in the Orient the Philippines would be very diffi-
cult to protect, and to keep a navy sufficiently large to pro-
tect the Philippines is one of the paramount duties of this
country. If we are to maintain those islands and to maintain
our prestige in the world we can not under any circumstances
permit them to be permanently taken from us. To-day they
are practically unprotected, the Washington treaty having for-
bidden their further fortification for defense. Those islands
are more than 4,000 miles from our Hawaiian possessions, and
it behooves us as a world power to be prepared at all times to
protect them if we are to keep them as a part of our country.
I ask Senators, have we a navy at this time sufficient to pro-
tect the Philippines under all conditions?

We have been asked, Against whom are we building? But
we have practically stopped building. Other nations are build-
ing, and again I ask, Against whom are they building?

The distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep], in
making his great speech before the Senate a few days ago,
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spoke of the fact that Great Britain seemed to be arming
against us, and pointed out the fact that she owned the great
fortress of Halifax within close striking distance of many of
our great cities; that she owned the Bermuda Islands, which
strike at the very heart of the United States; that she owned
the island of Jamaica, which almost commands the Panama
Canal and from which airplanes could go and reach and
bomb and, perhaps, blow up the canal in five and one-half hours.

Mr. President, frankness compels me to say that while Hali-
fax is a great port and an almost impregnable fortification
and of great value to Britain, yet Canada is unprotected and
Jamaica and the Bermudas very little protected, and I consider
the Bermudas and Jamaica for Great Britain in much the same
class as I consider the Philippines for the United States; in-
stead of being a real benefit, Bermuda and Jamaica are ele-
ments of weakness to Great Britain, as are the Philippines an
element of weakness to the United States,

The United States could without doubt take the Bermudas
at the very outbreak of war, and also Jamaica, and it would
be necessary for Great Britain to come and retake them. If
we should be so unfortunate as to be at war with Britain—
which God forbid—we would want nothing better than to have
Great Britain concentrate her fleet in the Caribbean Sea, 4,000
miles from home, surrounded by our destroyers and submarines,
faced and fronted by our battleships and eruisers, and attacked
from the air by our airplanes from the Panama Canal, Guan-
tanamo Bay, and other near-by points. I doubt if a single ship
would ever return to the British Isles. The power and prestige
of the British Navy would be broken. You can rest assured
that the Admiralty of Great Britain would be too sensible to
ever permit such a catastrophe.

On the other hand, should a war arise between us and one
of the great powers in the Orient, the Philippines might imme-
diately be taken, as they are practically defenseless now.
They are only 1,000 miles from the mainland of one of the three
greatest naval powers of the world, with a population of
80,000,000 people, with a strong and increasingly stronger mavy,
now having many more cruisers than we have.

If the Philippines were ever taken, we would be compelled to
permit them to remain in the enemy’s hands or else send a
great fleet to retake them without a base at that great distance
from home. This fleet would require thousands of ships and
would extend in continuous line from 800 to 500 miles.

If we had an insufficient navy what would happen? No one
has greater confidence in the ability and courage of our Navy
than I have, but such an expedition would be one of the most
herculean tasks ever underfaken. We had an example when
Russia sent her great fleet against Japan in 1905, We saw the
result when the Russian fleet was sunk to the bottom of the
sen. Not a single ship escaped capture. A word to the wise
ought to be sufficient.

Mr. President, as I said in the beginning, this is one of the
most momentous questions ever presented to the Senate, It is
regrettable that we have to put additional expense on the
country, but I am confident it is the only thing to do at this
time. We can not go into a limitation conference in the future
in the condition we are now in and have that influence which
we should have and which we must have.

If anything definite or of value is to be accomplished in a
conference, we must be as nearly on a parity with Great Britain
as it is possible to be, and we must let the other naval powers
of the world realize that if they want to go into a race for
supremacy in armament on the seas, that the United States,
although reluctant, can and will keep its Navy on a parity
with that of any other country in the world. We will then be
able, in my judgment, to accomplish something. We will be
able to get these naval powers to realize that it is a hopeless
race, and then they will be willing to listen to reason, and to
limit their armament, and yet be able to give every reasonable
defense to their respective countries,

Mr. President, I am not one who wants to criticize Great
Britain or France or, for that matter, any of the countries of
Europe, for maintaining large standing armies and navies at
this time. I have always felt they have displayed good judg-
ment in keeping properly prepared since the World War. Se-
curity to them is the most vital thing in all the world.

1 have felt since the World War that had it not been for the
British Navy and the French Army and the determination of
the British and French people to maintain peace in Europe there
would have been war there since the World War. It was the
overpowering might of the navy of Great Britain and the army
of France, acting in conjunction with that great instrumentality
for peace, the League of Nations, that has maintained the peace
of Europe during the last 10 years. That, of course, has been
supplemented by the armies of the other powers allied with
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Great Britain and France. Security is the greatest object of
every nation.

I am not a pessimist on conditions in BEurope. In fact, I do
not believe there will be war in Europe as long as Great
Britain and France and Italy can maintain the positions which
they now hold in Europe, and, therefore, I am not expecting
them to disarm so as to jeopardize their security. The great
object in Europe to-day, as it is in the whole world, is to main-
tain the status quo.

It is true, as has been stated by the junior Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Typixgs] in his able address, that the standing
armies of the countries which were allied with Great Britain
and Franece in the World War are larger than ours, and it is
to be hoped they can be reduced; but at the same time I believe
that these standing armies make for peace at this time.

As long as the Tocarno treaty can be maintained there will
be peace in Europe, and with the great instrumentalities which
have now been provided for settling disputes through the
League of Nations, the World Court, and finally through the
Kellogg pact, there ought to be little chance for war.

In conclusion, Mr. President, I wish to say that every country
must look out for its own interests and do what it feels best to
ultimately maintain its own security and safety.

The United States has isolated itself from the rest of the
world. Many and great jealousies have arisen against us since
the World War, We stand largely alone, and therefore we must
defend ourselves alone, and for that reason I feel that we should
have a navy adequate for the protection of our own great in-
terests and for those doctrines which we have undertaken to
defend.

While it is to be regretted that we have to build any addi-
tional instruments and machines of war at this time, yet I
believe building these cruisers now will ultimately be found to
be in the best interest of peace and security, and those are the
great ends to be accomplished.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have inserted in
the Recorp at the close of my remarks an editorial from the
Washington Post, and also an article by Mr. Frank H. Simonds
appearing in the Evening Star yesterday.

There being no objection, the articles were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Washington Post Saturday, January 26, 1929]
BUILD THE SHIPS FIRST

By suggesting that the building of new cruisers should be optional
with the President, and by proposing that the nations get together before
1931 to agree upon the laws of war at sea, Senator BorAR would make
the peace and safety of the United States dependent upon the uncer-
tainty of an agreement with foreign nations. Mr. BoraH says that
he is willing to take this risk for the sake of saving expense,

The agreement sought by Senator BorAH would require the strongest
sea power in the world to abandon its policy of centuries and accept
an American doctrine that It has repudiated for over a century. There
is no intimation, much less any assurance, that the great power in
question will ever make such an agreement. There is every reason
to believe that it will refuse to make any agreement that would de-
prive it of the supremacy of the seas, including the power to seize and
confiscate ships under the American flag.

If no agreement should be reached the United States Navy would be
in a weaker position than it is now, and the Nation would still be
confronted with the duty of providing protection for its commerce or
scuttling from the high seas because of the aggression of a stronger
foreign power.

Unless the necessary cruisers are begun the United States during all
the time it suspends building will be subject to the danger of being
drawn into a forelgn war on account of the seizure of American ships.
If the cruisers are actually under construction, the world will be put on
notice that American neutral commerce can not be seized with impunity.

Thus Senator BorAH’s proposition tends to endanger American com-
merce and involve the United States in war. The Nation ecan not
afford to take this risk for the sake of saving the expense of building
a few cruisers.

The laws of war at sea should be made certain by international
agreement. Mr. Borin’s amendment stating that Congress favors a
restatement and recodification of the rules of sea law in time of war is
a good proposal and should be adopted ; but Congress should not make
the blunder of leaving the United States unprotected in the meantime,
risking everything in the hope that the nations will agree to new rules
of sea law,

No pation in the world is placing its trust solely in the hope that
international agreements will do away with the need of national de-
fense. The United States should not rest its security and peace solely
upon such a hope. The peace, security, and commerce of the United
States must be protected by modern warships flying and defending the
American flag,
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When Congress has provided this protection it will be timely to seek
agreements with forelgn powers that will define the respective rights
of belligerents and neutrals on the high seas.

Until Congress provides for the actual construction of warships
necessary for the national defense there will be no certainty of national
defense. Without power to defend its eommerce the United States will
be drawn into the first maritime war that breaks out, whether the
nations are trying to agree upon sea law or not. i

President Coolidge favors a plan that would leave to the President’s
discretion the actual building of ships for national protection. But
Congress is responsible for the national defense, and upon Congress rests
the responsibility for declaring war. The incoming President should
not be loaded with a responsibility that does not belong to him. Let
the bullding of cruisers be made mandatory. Then the country will
be safer and not dependent upon the permission of some foreign nation
to carry on American neutral commerce in time of war.

[From the Sunday Star, Washington, D. C., Sunday, February 3, 1929]

MACDONALD BRITISH NAVY VIEW HELD THREAT TO UNITED STATES—
Poricy WoULD MAkKE AMERICA COLONY oF KENGLAND, UNABLE TO
MAINTAIN OWN PoOSITION 1IN WAR Tiymes, WRITER BAYs

By Frank H. S8imonds

While it is fair to assume that when J. Ramsay MacDonald, the
former Labor Premier, was thinking primarily of his British publie
and the approaching gemeral election, he bestowed upon the United
States Senate the rather amazing warning that passage of the naval
bill would spoil the effect of the Kellogg pact, two facts must be noted
by all Ameriean observers. !

First, one must recognize that the effect of his proposal is preeisely
the same as that of his Tory successors in power. So far every British
proposal, official and unofficial, would in effect leave the American
Navy in a position of hopeless inequality. The single difference between
the arguments of Mr. MacDonald and those of the Tories lies in the
fact that Mr. MacDonald is seeking to involve moral reasons for in-
suring the permanence of American inferiority.

PROFPOSAL HELD INCONSISTENT

The second point about the MacDonald proposal js that it is totally
inconsistent with his own record when In power. The Labor govern-
ment over which he presided came into office after an election in the
last weeks of 1923,

One of the very first measures he presented to the new Parliament
was a bill for constructing five 10,000-ton eruisers, the first Britain—
and I think any country—had undertaken after the Washington con-
ference, which ended its work in the spring of 1922,

The measure was not a party bill. MacDonald did not have a clear
majority in the House of Commons and the legislation was passed by
a combination of Labor, Liberal, and Tory members. But Mr, Mac-
Donald was not then willing to run political risks, such as the possible
fall of his ministry, to invoke party discipline against the bill. He
actually stood aside and permitted the passage of the measure, which
opened the way to the creation of a decisive British superiority in the
erujser branch in post-Washington craft. It is this fact which makes
it a bit inconsistent, to say the least, for Mr. MacDonald to appeal to
the American Benate to display a moral standard somewhat above
parity with his own.

Moreover, the example of the Labor government in 1924 was eagerly
followed by the succeeding Tory ministry of Baldwin. In 1925 the
provision was made for six new Washington cruisers, two charged to
the Australian Navy account, while the next year two more were
authorized, along with one 8,000-ton cruiser, larger than any we had
or had authorized since the conference. Thus in three years the Brit-
ish program now approaching completion undertook to build thirteen
10,000-ton cruisers and one 8,000, in all 14 ships of 138,000 tons. In
this period we built and authorized none.

DIFFERENCE IN STRENGTH CITED

We have to-day tem 7,000-ton cruisers, the only cruisers in our fleet
which have not become obsolete by age. We also have eight building.
Against the 10 pre-Washington cruisers of our Navy the British have
49. Agalnst eight standard cruisers authorized after the big British
expansion begun under MacDonald, we have eight authorized. If Mr.
MacDonald's proposal prevailed, we should be limited to 18 cruisers,
with a tonnage of 150,000, against about 400,000 tons of British
cruisers distributed among 64 ships. And In post-Washington strength
we should have 8 ships of 80,000 tonnage against 15 British of 146,000
tons. While the Washington ratio, fixed for battleships and designed
to extend to cruisers was 5-5, between the British and ourselves, Mr.
MacDonald would have us, for moral considerations, agree to a cruiser
ratio about 3-5 in British favor.

Since there is at least a strong probability that Mr. MacDonald will
be the next Prime Minister of Britain, Americans must be prepared to
meet this line of attack. What Mr. MacDohald is certain not to propose
Is any form of naval equality which would be arrived at by the scrap-
ping of British t not b bsolet No Labor government
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could survive in present-day Britain which advocated any such policy as
Mr. Hughes proposed at Washington involving the scrapping of nearly
a gquarter of a million tone of new eraft,

AMERICA PLACED IN FALSE POSITION

The real trouble in all the naval discussion lies in the fact that the
serapping of this tonnage placed us inm a hopelessly false position. At
the close of the Washington conference Great Britain outnumbered us
in cruisers 8 to 1. In the next few years the British proceeded to
authorize a large number of new cruiserg while we sat still. The coun-
try was first under the mistaken impression that it had obtained parity
in all branches. Later the Coolidge administration became convinced
that it could get parity without building. Thus, while the British were
building 13 standard cruisers, we Iimited our efforts to talking and then
reluctantly undertook eight cruisers.

Unless we are prepared to accept the prineiple that at any time when
Great Britain is at war our commerce and our merchant marine will be
subjected to regulation in accordance with British interests, which
amounts to accepting dominion status, we must be prepared to defend
our rights with the amount of cruiser, as well as battleship, tonnage
requisite, As long as there is greater advantage for the British in
jnvading our rights than in respecting them, they will do as we have
done and would do under simflar circumstances,

What is hopelessly illogical about our position is the continuing notion
that we can attain equality without construction, that the British will
obligingly surrender a 8 to 1 advantage to please America, There is no
reagon why they should, and there is not the smallest chance that
they will.

BEES SENTIMENT FOR BIG NAVY

But of course, as even Senator Borax has recognized, sooner or later
the well-nigh unanimous sentiment of this country will back a proposi-
tion to give us a navy which will take us out of the prospective position
of a colony or a dominion, in ease Great Britain is involved in war.
And every discussion which ends without adjustment will simply add to
American and British bad feeling and suspicion,

British policy at Geneva was stupid in the extreme, because it bag-
gled over details with a eountry which always possessed the power to
construct not an egnal but a dominant nayy. But American policy in
perpetually chattering about the right to parity and then shrinking
from the costs of naval construction is guite as imbecile.

If we build the 15 cruisers proposed in our naval program, then when
the Washington conference reconvenes in 1931 the actual situation
between the British and American fleets, if the British adhere to their
present policy of a naval holiday, will be 4-8. But a very considerable
number of the smaller British cruisers will be approaching the age limit.
Then the question of equality can be regulated by an adjustment between
replacements and new construction. Agreement on 350,000 tons might
prove a reagonahle compromise, But to go to the conference with
150,000 and ask the British to come down to our level would be absurd.

To reason that because we have been most active in pushing through
the Kellogg pact we should abandon all adequate naval defense is, In the
vernacular, * the bunk,” pure and simple. No other signatory of that
document has given the smallest evidence of intending to make it the
basis for a reduction of its means of defense. No signatory has sug-
gested that a cosignatory should do this, with the single exception of
the British, who, through Mr. MacDonald, urges that we should indulge
in this pleasant experiment.

BORAH’S PARALLEL IS GIVEN

Senator Boran has referred in the Senate to the parallel between
German and Britain before 1914 and the United States and Brit-
ain now. 1 have myself written of this parallel and been severely
criticized by British friends. Yet it does remain true that the naval
dispute has created a bitterness to-day strongly reminiscent of the
earlier episode. We are undertaking to challenge British position on
the seas, just as clearly as and even more dangerously than the Ger-
mans did. The British are resisting this challenge, but passively
rather than actively, and with no thought of war. They have resolved
that even if we build a fleet equal to theirs they will not fight us.

But, on the other hand, they are just as firmly resolved not to help
us by scrapping their cruigers. They will not go to war with us, but
they will oppose us by every known means of peaceful obstruction.
Instead of Trafalgars and Jutlands we have had Washington and Geneva
conferences, and at Washington the success of Lord Balfour put both
Nelson and Jellicoe to shame. And instead of making an alliance with
a foreign eountry against us they are using pacifists like Ramsay Mac-
Donald to appeal to the embattled pacifists of the United States.

But the thing has gone so far now that sensible people in both
countries perceive that the only possible basis for adjustment of the
troubles lies in the construction by the United States of a fleet which
shall be strong enough to insure that when next Britain goes to war the
United Btates will not be transformed into a dominion or a colony,
made an unconsenting accomphlice of British’ sea power, and eventunally
dragged into the British struggle, as we were in 1912 and 1917, because
we were not able to * wage neutrality.”
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UNITED STATES SHOULD DECIDE OWN WAR STATUS

Whether in the next war we decide to be neutral or the ally of
Britain, we must be left with full power to make the decision on our
own. Just as long as we can not maintain neutrality the British
sea power will undertake to regulate the seas in British interests, as
we ghould do and have done under like circumstances. When J. Ramsay
MacDonald asks us in the name of the Kellogg treaty to abandon our
naval program, the effect of what he asks is that, as an example to
the world of our own pacific intentions, we should agree to permit
Great Britain to continue to rule the seas. And because, as a Briton
Mr. MacDonald believes that British naval supremacy Is inherently
right, he perceives no Inconsisteney in this amazing demand.

Moreover, what is most amusing about the MacDonald episode is that
the distingnished Labor leader is, in effect, borrowing a leaf out of the
book of the late Lord Northeliffe, whom he despised. He is under-
taking to break down the solidarity of American publie opinion. He
is conducting what amounts to a peace offensive, which would win the
naval conflict for Britain. If it were successful, this appeal of a
British pacifist to American pacifism would leave British sea power
supreme—and, as a practical matter, would insure that eventually
American resentment would mount still higher, and the conviction that
we had been deliberately deceived, however unjust, would still further
poison Anglo-American relations. (Copyright, 1929.)

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want formally to offer an
amendment which I think has really been offered heretofore,
but for fear there may be some question about the technical
offering of it I present the amendment at this time so as to have
it on the table.

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Idaho wish to have
the amendment reported?

Mr. BORAH. I do not think it is necessary under to the
rule to have it read. It has been read several times during the
debate. I simply desire to offer it so as to be within the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GrenNy in the chair).
The amendment will be received and lie upon the table.

Mr, GEORGE. DMr, President, I do not rise to discuss the
pending measure at any length, and if the Senate is ready to
take a vote I will not proceed.

Frequent reference has been made to the inconsistency be-
tween a vote for the eruiser bill and the prior vote of the Senate
in ratifying the peace pact.

The logical sequel of the peace pact is not the disappearance
of armies and navies, at least the immediate disappearance of
armies and navies. The logical sequel of the peace pact is the
setting up of some kind of machinery for the settlement of
international disputes by pacific means. Ultimately the peace
pact, of course, looks to the disappearance, or at least to rigid
limitation, of armies and navies. But that is not the immediate
sequel nor is it the logical sequel.

It must be borne in mind that the peace pact was ratified in
a world already armed. It must further be borne in mind that
the very discussion of the peace pact was clothed in great meas-
ure in the terminology of war. It must be borne in mind also
that there was said to be nothing in any of the provisions of
the pact and nothing arising out of any of its implications
forbidding defensive war. In other words, the peace pact does
not provide for the disarmament of any nation; it does not
provide for limitations upon armaments—land, naval, or air.

No one, of course, quarrels with the effort to limit armaments,
and no one would oppose a further conference looking to limi-
tations upon armaments, whether land, naval, or air, But the
logical condition precedent to disarmament or to drastic limita-
tions upon armaments is not the conclusion of treaties limiting
armaments simply, but is the setting up of some sort of machin-
ery under which the nations can with safety to themselves dis-
arm or machinery which will give to the nations some assurance
that they may with safety to themselves disarm.

Limitation of armament without some pacific means for the
settlement of international disputes merely postpones arma-
ment—that is all. The Washington arms conference, if a great
conflict should come, would prove conclusively that we had
simply postponed the providing of armament. Such temporary
postponement may be desirable in some circumstances. Any-
thing that relieves the peoples of the world from great and
increasing burdens of taxation is desirable. But mere post-
ponement of armament makes for waste, extravagance, and
enormous loss not only of matériel but of human life itself
when we are faced with the necessity of making hasty prepa-
rations in the face of some great emergency.

Therefore, when we look back at the peace pact, if one were
inclined to disparage it, which I am not, because I think it
makes the next step toward peace possible, yet if we look back
at the peace pact and if we study the notes which were inter-
changed between the powers, and if we consider the extraordi-
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nary precautions which we insisted upon before we gave our
consent to it, it might with truth be said that the peace pact is
the great treaty of national defense. In the discussions on the
peace pact the emphasis was placed on the right and doctrine
of self-defense, Certain it is that it does not prohibit defensive
wars. Certain it is that the definition of defensive war is left
as broad as the air. Certain it is that it applies only to aggres-
sive war. But beyond that it does not set up machinery nor
attempt to set up machinery by which pacific settlement of
international disputes may be reached. Unless some means can
be found for the settlement of international differences without
resort to war the hope of disarmament rests upon the unsub-
stantial basis of a dream, in my judgment.

What T have said is not in disparagement of the treaty, but I
have said so much because so many of our people, in which the
foreign minister of Germany in presenting the peace pact to
the German people joined, have stressed the fact that the peace
treaty should lead immediately to disarmament. I have said so
much not by way of disparagement of the treaty, but for the
purpose of emphasizing which, in my opin!cm, is the logical
“sequel of the treaty.

Perhaps it were unavoidable, but in the course of the discus-
sion we have dwelt upon the supposed purpose and motive of
other nations. We would do well to dismiss from our minds
the “inveterate antipathies toward particular nations” and the
“passionate attachments for others,” against which Waghing-
ton warned us, when we undertake to determine our policy and
to discharge our duty under the Constitution.

In determining the size of our Navy we must have regard to
the naval strength of other nations, and yet the measure of our
strength upon the seas is not necessarily measured by strength
of other nations upon the seas,

Certainly that is not the only consideration. Therefore it
seems to me that a vote for the bill as it stands, incorporating
in it the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Borat], as that amendment hag been in turn amended by the
Senator from Montana [Mr. WarsH], is to be justified not
upon a naked comparison between our naval strength and the
naval strength of Great Britain or of Japan or of any other
nation, but it rests logically upon the duty to provide an ade-
quate Navy for the United States, the relative strength of
other nations upon the seas being considered merely as a factor,
though an important factor in the decision.

Mr. President, much has been said in the course of the
debate about the elimination of the time clause of the bill.
Waiving aside the question of how far the President of the
United States, as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy
of the United States, may retain in any event a wide discretion
in the laying down of these cruisers, the Congress of the
United States should exercise its power, face its responsibility,
and meet its obligation. Under the Constitution it is the duty
of the Congress to provide and maintain a Navy. If anything
has weakened in public esteem the legislative branch of the
Government, Federal or State, more than any other one thing
it is the disposition of the legislature to place upon the execu-
tive department respongibilities which clearly rest upon the
legislative branch of the government.

Mr. President, the admission that we should authorize the
construction of the cruisers is an admission that we need the
cruisers under existing conditions. It is said that the next
disarmament conference may so limit naval armament as to
make the construction of the cruisers unnecessary. Those who
ask us to grant the authority to the President to build the
cruisers, those who insist that mere authority is sufficient,
predicate their argument primarily upon the proposition that if
we authorize and direct the laying down of the eruisers within
a specified time, we will have become parties to a great naval
race with Great Britain. Be it so, but those who ask us
merely to authorize the President to grant the authority so that
we may have a club in our hands when we enter the next naval
disarmament conference, overlook the fact that if unhappily that
conference shall result as did the conference at Geneva in 1927,
then, in that event, we will confessedly enter the race with
Great Britain for supremacy on the seas, I would avoid it.
I would rest the vote for the cruiser bill upon the necessity
and the duty of the Congress to provide and to maintain an
adequate navy in existing circumstances, leaving the future
to profit by events which we hope may occur.

Mr. President, I have said more upon the matter than I
anticipated saying, but the fourth section of the bill giving to
the President the power to suspend construction of the cruisers,
if any agreement is in the meantime actually reached limiting
naval armament, should satisfy the most exacting. But there
can be no possible objection to the additional amendment offered
by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH], urging that the rights
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of neutrals upon the seas be clarified and codified. However,
Mr. President, the codification of the laws of the sea will never
be brought about in a manner acceptable to us so long as means
for the pacific settlement of international disputes are unpro-
vided. The world will never disarm, nor is disarmament logi-
cal, until and unless some means be provided by which nations
may with some degree of confidence and assurance submit their
disputes without resort to war.

It has been said—and it has been said truly—that the next
war will not be a war between armies and between navies but
it will be a war of peoples against peoples; that all of the re-
sources and industries of the respective countries will be at war.
Every reflecting man must accept that statement.

Mr. President, whatever agreement may be reached touching
the law of the sea, whatever agreement may be brought about
determining the rights of neutrals upon the high seas, in the
next great war in which the battle will be not between armies
and navies alone but between every resource of the countries
involved, the commerce of the world will not be exempted from
that conflict. There the first impact of war will be felt. I do
not disparage the making of them, but it will make no difference
what kind of treaty may be made, whenever great powers come
to grips, and one feels that its life is at stake, if it have the
dominance of the sea it will fight upon the sea against merchant
ships as well as against men of war.

How illusive is the dream of unbroken peace. Ocean com-
merce has been the fruitful source of war. Can it be possible
that in a future war, which will not be limited to armed forces
on the land or on sea nor in the air, the commerce of the world,
belligerents and neutrals, ean hope to escape?

Whatever progress we may make in defining the law as to
the rights of neutral nations on the high seas in time of war,
we might as well dismiss from our minds the hope that such
a treaty will be scrupulously regarded when any great power,
having the dominance of the seas, believes that its life is
actually at stake.

Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill as it stands and
against all amendments to it except the amendment offered by
the Senator from Idaho, which simply invites conference for the
purpose of codifying, as far as possible and as early as possible,
the law of the seas.

Mr, FRAZIER. Mr. President, on the 15th of January last
the Senate voted to ratify the so-called Kellogg peace pact.
That pact provided, among other things, for the renunciation of
war as a solution of international controversies, and also stated
that it would be the policy of the signatory powers not to settle
their disputes by means of warfare.

Article 2 of that peace pact provides:

The high contracting parties agree that the settlement or solution of
all disputes or conflicts of whatever nature or of whatever origin they
may be, which may arise among them, shall never be sought except by
pacific means,

It seems to me, Mr. President, the term * pacific means " ean
imply nothing, by any stretch of the imagination, that would
include the building of cruisers or battleships or any other
form of naval armament. * Pacific means” must imply peace-
ful methods.

Of course, when the Kellogg peace pact was under discussion
in the Senate there were quite 2 number of Senators who ob-
jeeted to it—I presume we might call them “conscientious ob-
jectors "—and they spoke at some length in voicing their objec-
tions to that pact; but when the final vote came on the 15th
day of January there was only one of those conscientious ob-
jectors who had the courage of his convictions to stand up
here and be counted as voting “ nay " against that peace pact.

There was a great deal of sentiment expressed for the peace
pact. The people all over the Nation seemed to be for it;
various organizations petitioned the Senate, through various
Members of the body, to ratify it, and expressed their position
in its favor. There seemed to be a general sentiment for it.

Of course, those who spoke, apparently, against the peace
treaty and then voted for it may say that the report submitted
by the Committee on Foreign Relations in connection with the
treaty modified or changed its menning; but, Mr. President, it
was not the committee’s report that we adopted; it was the
Kellogg peace pact, and it seems to me that that pact must
mean what it says. In my opinion, the report of the Foreign
Relations Committee no more modified or changed the meaning
of the peace pact than does the statement of the genial Senator
from Maine, the ehairman of the Naval Affairs Committee of
the Senate [Mr. Hare], change the meaning of the cruiser bill
when he states that we want these cruisers for peice purposes.

Mr. President, cruisers are not built for peace purposes;
cruisers are built for war, and the building of the eruisers
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proposed by the pending bill means a preparation for war. I
can take it in no other way.

At the present time, under the authority of former legisla-
tion, we have in course of construction eight cruisers. Two of
them, I think, are practically completed, but not as yet in full
operation. So I may say that all eight of them are under con-
struction, If the pending cruiser bill shall be passed 15 more
will be added to those already in course of construction, which
will make a total of 23 cruisers. Mr. President, can anyone
by any stretch of the imagination claim that the construction of
23 cruisers implies “ pacific means”? Can the building of those
cruisers be construed in any way as an evidence of our attitude
to seek only “pacific means” for the settlement of disputes
under the Kellogg peace pact?

If the Kellogg treaty means what it says—and it seems to me
it must mean what it says—the building of the cruisers author-
ized by the pending bill and even the construction of the cight
cruisers which have been heretofore authorized means that
the Senate did not take seriously the Kellogg peace pact when
they voted for it almost unanimously on the 15th day of Jan-
uary.

When the eruiser bill was first introduced in the House of
Representatives on the 4th day of December, 1927, it provided
for 25 light eruisers and some other war vessels. Immediately
upon the introduction of that bill—and the bill was undoubt-
edly introduced at the request of the Navy Department—when
it was learned that it provided for so many cruisers and other
war vessels and that the amount of money required to build
them would run practically to a billion dollars there was a
wave of protest all over the country against the expenditure
of so much money in peace time for war purposes. I recall
very well that some of the newspaper reporters in their dis-
patches stated it to be their opinion that never had there been
such a wave of protest against any measure ever introduced
in the House of Representatives as there was against the
cruiser bill. Hearings were held by the House committee at
some length; finally it was agreed by the committee to cut
down the number of cruisers, and so the bill that we have
before us providing for the construction of 15 ernisers and an
airplane carrier is the result of consideration by the Committee
on Naval Affairs of the House after the protests had come in
or had begun to come in.

If, Mr. President, in the estimation of the Navy Department
there was need of 25 cruisers, 9 destroyer leaders, 32 sub-
marines, and 5 aircraft carriers a year ago last December, it
geems to me there is just as much need for them to-day, and
it is impossible for me to understand why the authorization was
cut down from 25 cruisers and war vessels of other types to
15 cruisers and 1 airplapne carrier as provided in the pending
bill,

Either we need the 15 ecruisers or more, or we do not need
them at all. In my estimation, they are not needed. The fact
that President Coolidge and President-elect Hoover have stated
in no uncertain terms that in their estimation the so-called
time clause should be eliminated makes it evident that at least
the President of the United States and the President elect do
not feel that there is any immediate need for the building of
these cruisers.

I hope that the time limit can be cut out; but there is ap-
parently a lot of opposition to the cutting out of the time limit.
I do not know why. Whether the Members of the Senate who
are standing for the time limit have lost faith in President
Coolidge, whether they have no faith in the President elect,
Mr. Hoover, I do not know ; but if they have faith in President
Coolidge and in President-elect Hoover it seems to me there
ghould be no opposition to cutting out the time limit and leav-
ing the question up to the President to decide when these
eruisers shall be built.

Mr. President, we have heard discussed here on the floor by
a number of Members the fact that another disarmament con-
ference is pending in the next few meonths, in all probability.
There is also pending an election over in Hngland; and prac-
tically all of those who have spoken for this crumiser bill have
compared the navy of Great Britain with our Navy, and our
Navy with the navy of Great Britain, They have compared
them from every conceivable angle—the age of the battleships
and cruisers that we now have, their size, their tonnage, their
speed, the size of their guns, and almost everything else, I
think ; but practically every argument, if you call it an argun-
ment, for this eruiser bill has been based on the fact that our
Navy is not up to the standard of that of Great Britain.

There is pending an election over in England, to be held next
May, I think; and the reports from the papers over there indi-
cate that the disarmament question is going to be one of the
main eampaign issues in that election, It is possible that if the
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so-called Liberal group are put into power at the next election
in England there will be a vast change in the sentiment of the
Government of Great Britain on this disarmament question,
and it seems to me that it would be a great mistake to have even
five cruisers laid down before that time, with the expenditure of
a great deal of money that would necessarily be involved in the
building of the five cruisers at $17,000,000 apiece.

I do not know whether the proponents of this measure who are
advocating the time clause, and insisting that it be left in the
bill, are afraid to eliminate it because they are afraid the ship-
builders and the Steel Trust, the gun manufacturers, the munition
factories, and other big interests that will undoubtedly get a
large share of the profits if those five cruisers are laid down,
will be displeased and will lose the profits that they will make
if the five ernisers are laid down. It would seem to me that the
proponents of the time clause practically admit, by their seri-
ous objection against having it stricken out and leaving the
proposition up to the President, that they think if the time
clause is eliminated the 15 cruisers will never be built.

I hope the time clause will be eliminated, and I believe if it is
the cruisers never will be built, because I feel that the senti-.
ment against war that is vastly on the increase all over the
world will have a wonderful effect on the next disarmament
conference, and it will mean a real disarmament conference;
it will mean the cutting down of the navies instead of an in-
crease in the navies.

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the place of the United
States should be to take the lead for world peace, as we did by
the peace pact known as the Kellogg-Briand peace treaty, and
not try to take the lead in preparation for war, as we would be
doing if we should pass this bill and authorize the building of
15 more cruisers and an airplane carrier.

It is no wonder that the rank and file of our people are op-
posed to war and opposed to this cruiser bill, for the cruiser
bill means preparation for war. It can not be taken, as I see it,
in any other way.

We have not forgotten the late World War. We lost in killed,
among the best of our young men, 125,000. There were 205,000
more of the same class of men wounded. There were 24400 of
those young men medically selected to go into the service who
came back with their reason all gone or partially gone; and
practically all of those 24400 boys are in insane asylums or
sanitarinms to-day, being treated for their various forms of
insanity. Those facts alone ought to be enough to conyvince
every thinking citizen of our great Nation that we do not want
any more War. 5

The argument that the building of the cruisers is for peace
purposes and not for war is, to my mind, a most childish argu-
ment. A great American early in our history made the state-
ment that * We have no way of judging the future but by the
past.” It seems to me that we can not take any other lesson
from the past experience of our own Nation and various other
nations than that building of battleships and preparing for
war means war, and not peace.

At the beginning the World War France, Great Britain,
Germany, and Russia had great navies. When Germany went
into the war, of course, she knew about those navies. She
also knew that if she went into the war it meant that she
would have to fight Russia and France and Great Britain,
She knew that their combined navies were a great deal larger
than her own, and yet she went into the war. England’s
great navy and the great navies of France and of Russia did
not prevent the World War. No other great navy prevented
any war, either, so far as I know.

I have here some extracts from speeches made on the floor
of the House of Commons in recent months, They were made
in favor of disarmament and doing away with at least a part
of England’s great navy. They go on to tell about the cost of
the navy and that the armament was no source of defense, and
they criticize some of the wars that England has gone into as
being mercenary and unfair and unjust, and in no way for
defense or for protecton or for the welfare of the common
people. X

It has been said here on the floor that we want a great navy
for insurance purposes, to insure the safety of our homes, our
families, our property, our commerce, and so forth. Here is a
statement from Mr. Lansbury, a member of the House of
Commons, in which he said:

It was said just mow that the British Navy was an Insurance. I
have heard that before on many occasions. I used to hear Lord
Grey, then Bir Edward Grey, and I heard that famous speech of Lord
Haldane, who spoke for three hours on the reorganization of the War
Department, and the whole argument used on those occasions was that
we were to insure that if we had a big navy and an efficient army
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that would really mean there would not be any war. We know that
it did not come off. We bad a war, and it is as true now as it has
been at any time in the history of this country that every war that
Britain has been engaged in, certainly in my lifetime, and every war
that I know anything about, has had for its object not the uplifting of
people, not the freeing of people, but the plunder of people by the most
powerful class.

One of these speakers gquotes Mr. Gladstone in what he said
with regard to the war that England had years ago with China.

In a speech by Rennie Smith, a member of the house, he says
armaments are no security:

I submit that the experience of the Ilast 10 years proves that we have
destroyed that aggressive civilization and the military power against
which we were building until 1914, but we have not obtained that secur-
ity which was our chief aim. The late war led to the colossal expendi-
ture of £40,000,000,0600, and the end of it, with 10,000,000 killed, we
still have to face the problem of security. We are jusfas far off a solo-
tlon as we were in the old days before the German aggression, Even
this year we are spending £117,000,000 on armaments, and that 1is
nearly as much as the whole of the seven great powers spent collee-
tively in 1881,

It seems as if they got into the habit of building these cruisers
and battleships during the World War, and they can not get
away from it.

The statement has been made that we have not any Army or
Navy, or anything to make a satisfactory showing with, at the
present time. I have a clipping from the Washington Star of
January 15, 1929, It is headed:

AMERICA'S GREATEST ARMADA, CARRYING 200 NEW FPLANES, READY FOR
MANEUVERS v

SAN DiEGO, CALIP,, January 15.—Carrying the greatest unit of Navy
fighting planes ever assembled, ships of the United States Battle Fleet
were ready to sail to-day from San Diego and San Pedro for winter
maneuvers in the vicinity of Panama.

More than 200 planes, none over § months old, were with the fleet,
which in itself numbers approximately 80 surface and submarine craft.

And it goes on to tell about the size of some of them.

Mr. President, at the present time we have the largest stand-
ing Army and the largest number of men available for war pur-
poses that we have ever had in peace time.

We have to-day the largest Navy we have ever had in peace
times. Now, the proponents of this cruiser bill want to have us
appropriate $274,000,000 to build more cruisers and airplane
carriers.

One of the chief argunments made is that the cruisers are
needed for defense. I submit that there has never been a time
in the history of the United States when we have ever needed
any cruisers or battleships for defense. No war we have ever
fought has been fought, strictly speaking, in defense. Yet it is
said that all we want these cruisers for is defense, Defense of
what? There is no answer to that question, to my mind.

Furthermore, in the event of a world war, there would be no
defense in cruisers or battleships. As was stated on the floor
of the Senate a few days ago, Admiral Sims, who was in com-
mand of the American Navy in European waters during the
World War, and made a pretty good record under the conditions
under which he labored—and there is no doubt about that; it
has never been questioned—made the statement that in the event
of a world war, if airplane carriers came here bearing bombing
planes, the safest place for the United States Navy would be up
the Mississippi River as far as they could get. I think he was
right. He went on to explain that one bomb from one of those
bombing planes would sink a battleship that cost $50,000,000 in
less time than it takes to tell about it

I have here, Mr. President, a number of clippings which go to
prove, in my estimation, that in the event of another world war
cruisers or battleships would be of no use in the defense of life
or property. But, as I said, we have gotten into the habit,
throughout all these years of our country's history, of building
navies, and maintaining standing armies for defense purposes.

I have here an editorial appearing in the Washington Times of
January 28, 1929, and it reads:

WE HAVE TANKS, WHY BOTHER WITH CAVALEY?

A caterpillar tractor, equipped with heavy guns, fighting men inside of
it, proteeted by thick armor, Is one of the most powerful and fearful
weapons of modern war.

The tank is an American invention, developed here years ago, utilized
by Europe in the Great War, can go almost anywhere,

It can cross streams, climb hills, crawl over rocks, traveling safely
‘where horses ean not go.

Such a tank as this could plough its way cruelly, remorsely through
10,000 or 100,000 cavalry, mounted men and horses of the old kind.
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This tank will keep going as long as its fuel lasts; horses and their
riders could do no more against it than flies could do against eavalry
horses,

Having this weapon, why does this country continue to spend money
on cavalry and men that ride horses, offering good targets to
machine guns and bombs from the air, soft as putty before the attack
of the fighting tank? The answer is simple.

It takes men a long time to change, a long time to adjust themselves
to new conditions.

When they first made automobiles, they put * dashboards™ in the
front, although there were no horses to kick mud against the dashboard.

When they first had steamboats, they put sails on them because
they said, * What shall we do in case steam gave out; of course we must
have sails.”

Now, they have the airplane, a machine costing $50,000, able to destroy
with one bomb a $50,000,000 battleship, but they still build battleships.

And, having these tanks, they still equip and maintain cavalry regi-
ments.

And, having airplanes In the alr, they will for a while, at least, con-
tinue to send out infantry, crawling along the ground like caterpillars.

A few gas bombs, able to kill everything within a square mile of
where they land, would, of course, soon end the infantry nonsense.

Nothing else will end it.

Skulls are thick, habit is strong, military and naval dodos are many of
them too old to think,

And some of them are interested in the battleship building,

So the public spends hundreds of millions unnecessarily,

Mr. President, there is a great deal of truth in that editorial.
Hundreds of millions of dollars are spent every year for battle-
ships and standing armies and a navy, and for other war prepa-
rations, which might well be spent for some really good, humani-
tarian purpose, that would benefit all the people of the country,

I have here an editorial from the Washington Herald of
December 16, 1928, written by Mr. Brisbane in his column.,
It says:

Chicago hears of a gas that would “ destroy armies as a man might
souff out a eandle.” That gas was mentioned in the British House of
Lords, with the warning that a single bomb dropped on a city would
destroy all life within a mile of the spot where it landed.

Dr. Hilton Ira Jones, research chemist, who describes the gas, does
not believe that the nations “ want to use it for war, but seek a gas
that would incapacitate, not kill.”

The learned chemist is too hopeful.

If nations in the big war had possessed that gas, it would have been
used promptly.

I think Mr. Brishane undoubtedly is right; it would have
been used. Those engaged in that war used the strongest, most
powerful gas they had at that time.

Doctor Jones also showed a new metal called * beryillium,” saying,
‘* that metal will revolutionize the airplane industry.” It has twice the
tensile strength of steel, welghs about one-half as much as aluminum,
is hard enough to cut glass, and you can not seratch it with a sharp
file.

Modern warfare puts a new aspect on the war situation and
on the defense situation.

Last summer experiments were carried on over London and
over Paris with bombing planes. There was a sort of a sham
battle over London in August. I have a clipping here from the
Manchester Guardian of August 14, 1928, which reads:

Air “war” over London. Last night's spectacle is first phase of
maneuvers. Bombers over Alr Ministry. Eight raiders brought down,
flying in gale and heavy rain,

I will read just a small portion of this:

The annuval exercises of the air defense of Great Britain opened last
night, Altogether 250 planes, with searchlight and antiaireraft units
and special constable observers, are taking part in the maneuvers.

That was the report of the first night. Another clipping
from the Manchester Guardian of August 18, 1928, states:

LONDON'S EXPOSURE TO AIR ATTACE—QUICKLY MADE UNINHABITABLE—
STARTLED COMMENT [N FRENCH PRESS—EDUCATION IN VALUE oF
ENTENTH

The Alr Ministry last night issued its final report on the air * war”
on London,

The day bombers are stated to have made 57 raids. In the course
of these they were attacked 39 times on the way in and 87 on the
way out. Only nine raids succeeded in completely evading the defense.

In that one demonstration nine of these bombing planes suc-
ceeded in getting by the defense and flying over the city of
London. The sham battle lasted, as I recall, four days.
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Here is another article from the Manchester Guardian of
August 14, 1928, in which it is said:

Alr maneuvers. Official bulletins. Some of the raiders reach London.

They again state that nine times the raiders succeeded in
getting over the city of London.

Here is another one under date of August 16, from the Man-
.chester Guardian. It states:

Nearly 200 planes in actlon.

It proceeds to state that it was impossible to keep all the
bombing planes out, One of the officials stated that London
was too large a target to be protected in the event of attack
by bombing planes.

Here is another article from the Manchester Guardian of
August 18:

THE AIR “ WAR ™ OVER LONDON—MINISTRY'S FINAL REPORT—ONE HUNDRED
AND SEVENTY DAY BOMBERS BROUGHT DOWN—TWO HUNDRED TONS OF
BOMES CARRIED
The air maneuvers over London are finally summed up in an official

communique issued by the Air Ministry last night:

There were during the four nights 57 raids, of which only 9 were
completely successful in evading the defense. In all 171 “enemy 2
‘bombers ‘were brought down.

The New York World of August 17, 1928, also contained an
article from a staff correspondent, written under a London head-
line, as follows:

AIR ‘'WAR ENDS IN LONDON; CITY TORN BY STRIFE—TORY PRESS, CITING
SUCCESS OF RAIDERS, CRIES FOR BIGGER AVIATION FORCE “ TO MAKE FOE
SLOW TO ATTACK "—LIBERAL PAPER ASSAILS CLAIMS OF ALARMISTS—
LLOYD GEORGE SAYS MANEUVERS FROVE NEED OF CUTTING DOWN ARMA-
MENT OF THE AIR ;
Loxpox, August 17.—With half of London in theoretical ruin and the

* air war” ended, the expended controversy on what the five days of

mimic combat prove is in full swing. Also, as expected, the views of

lessons to be learned depend invariably upon the political affilintions of
the observer,

“Mo gave Westminster Abbey we must destroy Notre Dame. That 1s
the point to which modern civilization has brought uvs,” remarks the New
Statesman, contending that defense of any capital within range of
enemy bombers is impossible.

The Tory press is already clamoring for more, bigger, and better
bombers to enlarge the air forces which the New Statesman ecalls
“ probably the best in the world by a pretty wide margin. * = #¥

The Daily Herald, Labor organ, adopts a pacifist view, declaring
defense is impossible, and guoting the verdiet of Lord Halsbury that 50
tons of the latest arsenical gas would wipe out the heart of London.

Another article is as follows:
NEED OF CUTTING ARMAMENT IS CLEAR, SAYS LLOYD GEORGE

LoxpoN, August 17.—If the recent air maneuvers over London have
proved anything, they have proved the cutting down of armament of
the air is most urgent, in the opinion of David Lloyd George, the Liberal
leader.

Commenting in an Evening Btar Interview on the lessons of the air
maneuvers, which many experts declare revealed that London was
vulnerable to an air attack, Lloyd Geerge said:

# 1t is horrible to think of what war in the air will mean in the
future. It will be devastation, annihilation—nothing less.”

Lloyd George said the whole thing showed * that pacts are not of the
slightest use unless you tackle disarmament. It is useless to have pacts
g0 long as nations are perfecting the machinery of destruction. It is
bound to end sooner or later in a smash.”

That is the statement of Lloyd George in regard to his con-
clusions as to the bombing expedition over London.

The New York World of August 19, 1928, had this fo say in
the headlines:

London dismayed by alr-war peril. Public concern aroused by re-
sults of maneuvers. No defense possible.

This is an Associated Press dispatch from London:

The capital of the British Empire is absolutely at the mercy of an
air attack from the Continent, army experts believe.

Toward the end of the dispatch it is said:

Further, it was pointed out that if attacking planes ‘were destroyed
while over London their cargoes would fall on the city and terrible
damage would result. Some newspapers are frankly disturbed at the
result of the tests.

The New York Times of August 19, 1928, had this to say:

Britons in dilemma. With antiwar compact near, they see air raids
and great naval display.
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Englishmen this week have been wondering what is the practical

value of the idealism which prompts the signing of compacts to outlaw
war,

The article goes on to discuss the situation there in the sham
battle of the air and states that London is too big a target and
that it could not be protected.

I have here another article from the New York Times of
September 2, 1928 with the headline:

London helpless agalnst air war.
I will read just a brief extract:

Umpires estimated that during the opening 15 hours of the initial
attacks some 50,000 pounds of explosives could have been dropped.
The accuracy of the attacks from heights of approximately 18,000 feet
was almost as precise as that of gunfire.

The article goes on to state that these fighting bombing
planes at that*time were flown by civilian flyers, and that the
ordinary ecivilian fiyer conld go into the air fight in the event
of war with very little additional experience. It then goes on
to say:

In the air warfare of to-morrow we are confronted not only with
the destruction of buildings or ships and the comparatively few cas-
-nalties thereby involved, but also with the annihilation of whole popula-
tions by poison gas.

Had the 22 tons of bombg theoretically rained upon London on
August 13 contained polson gas Instead of explosive they would have
killed off approximately half the population of the city of London.

Another quotation states the expression of the French ex-
perts on the same proposition.
yili{(;? REED of Missourl. Mr. President, will the Senator

e

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator think under those
circumstances that we ought not to have airplanes?

Mr. FRAZIER. I am using this evidence to show that the
cruisers would be of very little benefit in the event of another
war because the airplanes and bombs could sink the cruisers
as well as destroy cities. .

Mr. REED of Missouri. But does the Senator think we ought
not to have airplanes?

Mr. FRAZIER. I am frank to say to the Senator from Mis-
souri that, in my opinion, airplanes for business purposes and
commercial purposes are, of course, necessary. But, in my
opinion, there is no necessity for war bombing planes—that is,
provided we can get an understanding with other nations.

Mr. REED of Missouri. So the Senator is against airplanes
as well as against croisers?

Mr. FRAZIER. I am against war of any kind or prepara-
tions for war.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Of any kind?

Mr. FRAZIHR. Yes, sir.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I thank the Senator.

Mr. FRAZIER., I have another article from the Manchester
Guardian, of England, of August 18, 1928, which says:

The Air Ministry last night issued its final report on the air maneuvers
over London—

It then goes on to explain—

that London is too big to be mdequately protected. In another war
its vital parts would soen be in ruins and the rest made uninhabitable
by gas.

Then it goes on to state what might be expected in the
event of another war., I want to read just a brief extract
appearing at the close of the article:

If a government ean not understand what the people think and fear,
it would do well to reflect on the events of 10 and 11 years ago. The
Governments of Ruosdia, Germany, Austria, and Bulgaria were over-
thrown by revolutions. Nor did the breath of revolution leave the
victorious powers wholly uncaressed.

In 1917 French regiments turned thelr backs on the front and began
to advance on Paris with cheers for a new social order. In the next
war the wictor will suffer more than the wanquished did in the last,
and its rulers will hardly escape the vengeance of the ruled. The
memory of what may follow another war should not leave the govern-
ments or, indeed, the governing classes (for what happened in Russia
may happen elsewhere) wholly unimpressed. To make another war
impossible is the first duty of every government and should be a test
by which every government must stand or fall. The abolition of war
ghould dominate all foreign policy and should be the supreme lssue in
every election. No candidate should have a chance who is not pledged
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to do this. Public opinion in England has been deeply stirred by the
lesson of the air maneuvers, The government can not afford to remain
unresponsive,

That is the viewpoint of an English paper. A short time
after that there was a sham battle fought over the city of
Paris, the capital of France. According to an article in the
New York Times of September 15, 1928:

Nearly 400 fighting planes and 2,000 members of the French Aviation
Corps held the *“ fate” of Paris in their hands to-day during the most
elaborate aerial maneuvers ever carried out in Europe. For several
hours this formidable army of the air, divided into “ enemy " forces and
“ defense " forces, fought a stubborn battle, the stake of which was
the capital of France.

They drew the same conclusion—that there would be practi-
cally no defense of a great city like Paris in the event of
another world war and bombing planes being used.

Mr. President, there is a great deal of sentiment throughout
the country against the cruiser bill. I want to read just one
or two extracts from letters and newspaper articles which have
come to me.

I have a letter from Dr. Frank D. Adams, president of the
Universalists General Convention, written from Detroit, Mich.,
in which he said:

In common with millions of peace-loving and peace-making American
citizens 1 am earnestly hoping that our Nation will not nullify its
splendid action in ratifying the Kellogg peace treaty by enacting the
pending cruiser bill. 1 can not conceive that the enactment of this
bill ean do other than announce to an amazed world that our action the
other day was insincere and hypoeritical. Can America do this satirical
thing without losing her soul?

I have here a sermon preached by the Rev. Burris Jenkins in
Kansas City, Mo. I want to read just a short extract. Speaking
of the naval bill, he said:

Such naval races inevitably lead to war.
I think he is correct in that.

Certalnly, if this Kellogg peace pact is not a plece of hypocrisy on
our part, we shall not begin seeking for pacific means by building addi-
tional warships and entering on a naval race with anybody. If we
mean good will, we ghall act good will, for actions do speak louder than
words.,

In the Nation of January 30, 1929, appeared the following:

At every point the cruiser bill is indefensible, but most unworthy
of all is the contention that we have no means of leading the world
toward naval disarmament save the threat of 15 more cruisers. As
Americans we indignantly protest at this derogation of the United
Btates, this throwing away of all her potential moral leadership in the
movement to lead the way without fear toward a disarmed world,

Mr. President, it seems to me that perhaps jealousy may enter
in, but fear largely is the sole motive. The proponents of the
cruiser bill say that they are afraid if we do not keep our Navy
up to the standard of Great Britain, it will mean we will be
attacked and our lives endangered, and all that sort of thing.
I do not think their reasoning is good because, as I have stated,
past experience does not bear out the contention.

Mr. President, it seems to me that it is the duty of the United
States Senate to do what we can to prevent war and not to pro-
mote war, as the building of the cruisers would, in my opinion,
seem fo do. Members of the Senate will recall that at the begin-
ning of the first session of this Congress I introduced a nreasure
known as Senate Joint Resolution No. 1, which provided for the
submission to the people of a proposed amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States which would legally outlaw war,
In my opinion, before war can be done away with it must be
legally made impossible. With the Kellogg peace pact or any
other pact that we may agree to, as long as the provision
remains in the Constitution of the United States giving the
Congress the power to legalize, not only defensive warfare but
offensive warfare, or any other kind of warfare, we are likely to
have war. I still believe the joint resolution should be passed.
I propose to take it up at some future time.

Mr. President, if we can agree, as I trust we may at a dis-
arnmment conference in the near future, to cutting down the
size of the navies of the world, it seems to me that some propo-
sition should be made by the United States Government looking
toward the establishment of a policing power of the seas. Free-
dom of the seas? Yes. Let us have our seas policed by an inter-
national police power just as our border line between the United
States and Canada is policed by a few international policemen
now. We have about 3,000 miles of that border unprotected by
any fortifications. One of the Members of the British House of
Pa.:'iliameut in a speech referred to having visited Canada and
said :
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Near Niagara Falls I saw a great monument to Sir Isaac Brock, who
fell in the war between Canada and the United States, in 1812 ; but for
more than 100 years there has been no war between the United States
and Canada and there is not a single fort along the 8,000 miles of
boundary. The security lies in the fact that there are no forts; in
disarmament they find security.

Mr. President, I think the Member of the English Parliament
was correct in his statement. In the Kellogg-Briand peace pact
we promised to our people world peace. If we shall pass the
pending cruiser bill we shall be stating in the face of that prom-
ise we made to our people on the 15th of last month—I19 days
ago—that we are preparing for war. We promised peace and
we prepare for war. We said in the Kellogg peace pact, in sub-
stance, that we hoped that the other nations of the world would
adopt it and abide by it; but if we shall pass the cruiser bill we
shall be serving notice on the world that while we ratified the
peace pact we did not mean it, and we are going to take no
chances; that we are going to prepare for war. “We promised
peace and prepare for war,” seems to be the slogan of the pro-
ponents of this bill.

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, in 1913 I was a member of the
Naval Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives. In
that year the committee held very extensive hearings in refer-
ence to the Navy, and leading officers of the Navy went very
thoroughly into the naval conditions under the theories of naval
warfare then existing. I have often looked back on that testi-
mony and been amazed at the knowledge and the accuracy of
the prophecies of those naval officers. After considering that
testimony and comparing what those officers said would happen
in case of war with what did happen, I have felt great confi-
dence in the ability of the service to see ahead and to create a
sound, constructive naval policy. At that time the same argu-
ments were made that are being made to-day: that the battle-
ship was obsolete; that the submarine was the great offensive
and defensive weapon ; that we should not incur the additional
expense necessary to build battleships, but that we should rely
on submarines and our coast defenses, The airplane was then,
to a great exfent, in its infancy; and there was not the same
attention paid to it as is paid to it now.

The same argument was used that is employed now, namely,
that there was no danger of war ; that, while Germany was build-
ing a great navy and had a great army, it was a mistake for us
to try to compete with her; ang that by so doing we would
encourage war. We even went so far as to sell two battleships
to Greece, because there was such little likelihood of war that
it was safe for us to dispose of them.

Then, in 1914, the great World War came; and we saw Eng-
land and the Allies saved because of the preponderance of the
British Navy which had luckily been mobilized just prior to the
declaration of war. We learned then the lesson which naval
officers had previously taught of the importance of a fleet in
being. We saw the English fleet, because it had that preponder-
ance, lying in Scapa Flow, able to bottle up the German fleet in
Wilhelmshaven. We also saw that the British merchant marine
was able to travel on the seven seas, and that German shipping
was immediately driven off until only a few raiders were left
to cruise the highways of commerce; and they, too, in turn
then were quickly driven to port and interned or destroyed.
The British fleet not only gave to Great Britain and the Allies
command of the sea but the possibility of carrying her commerce
upon it, and they forced the Germans to do what always the
weaker naval power has been forced to do under such cireum-
stances, to resort to commerce destroying in an effort to win the
war. France had done this in the days of Jean Bart and again
in the days of Napoleon.

Germany went to submarine warfare, and we saw the tre-
mendous havoe to shipping and the very serious condition
which resulted because of England’s peculiar insular position,
and because a weapon of warfare was being used in a way that,
on account of international law, had not been seriously con-
sidered possible before the war.

Then what did we find? We found that the submarine
menace was beginning to be controlled as soon as the convoy
system began to be employed. America entering the war fur-
nished the additional ships, principally destroyers, that enabled
largely the successful eonvoying of troop ships as well as
merchant ships,

The second step was when in the last days of the war a
practical mine was invented, the North Sea and the Straits of
Dover were mined from shore to shore, and the submarines
were bottled up. It would have been impossible, however, to
have mined the North Sea and to have bottled up the sub-
marines if it had not been for the command of the sea which
the battleships and cruisers of the “grand fleet” gave to the
Allies.
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We learn from the Battle of Jutland another lesson. In the
Battle of Jutland, if my recollection is correct—and I am speak-
ing now entirely from memory—there was not a submarine in
operation with the fleet. If I recollect correctly, the Germans
tried to plant their submarines in front of Scapa Flow, in order
to catch the grand fleet when it came out. In that effort they
failed, and when the Battle of Jutland was fought there was
not a submarine active in the engagement. Not only that, but,
although the battle was fought, relatively speaking, close to
the German shore, the Zeppelins never came in contact with
the fleet or took any part in the action. The deciding factor
that ended the contest between the two fleets was the destroyer
attack which the Germans launched and from which Jellicoe
turned his fleet. It was the destroyer that was one of the
great factors in that battle, but submarines and airplanes were
not factors at all. The naval destruction wrought by the Ger-
man airplane craft was practically nil, and naval experts have
contended that if the Germans had made a cruiser and destroyer
attack on the shipping on the Downs they would have been
able to destroy more English merchantmen than would have
resulted from months of submarine warfare.

Whether that is true or not, the fact remains that the dom-
inance of the grand fleet prevented the loss of the war to the
Allies.

In the Washington conference we proved that we were will-
ing to make enormous sacrifices in order to prevent naval com-
petition and to come to an agreement with the great nations
of the world in regard to their navies. Whether that confer-
ence was wise or not the future will have to tell; but there is
no controverting the fact that the United States at that con-
ference did one of the most generous acts, one of the practical
acts to prove her sincerity, that any nation in the world has
ever done.

Agreements were reached on practically everything except
cruisers and submarines, We agreed on a ratio of 5-5-3. I
believe that the United States has a sacred duty to live up to
that ratio, and when we live up to that ratio I believe that we
promote peace, not war.

I do not believe for one minute—and I do not think the
American people believe—that the United States should have a
navy second to any other in the world. The nations at the
Washington conference have agreed that we were entitled to
a navy that is the equal of any other.

Mr. President, we can not ha¥ve the 5-5-3 ratio balanced and
carried out to its logical conclusion unless we build these
cruisers. Unless our fleet is balanced in every particular, unless
our fleet has all the auxiliaries necessary properly to augment
its naval strength and to make it as efficient as the navies of
other great nations of the world, we are not carrying out our
share of the agreement, and we are not living up to the 5-5-3
ratio. -

The danger after a great war is that people say there will
not be another one, as they are saying to-day. They forget the
lessons of the past. They think about taxes, and they are
linble to let their mavy deteriorate. We did that after the
Civil War. At the end of the Civil War, with our advancement
in ironeclads, we were the dominant navy of the world; and we
et it go to nothing, so that for a time our Navy was pitiable
in its impotency, because it had no new vessels. The influence
that we had for our own policies was weakened immeasurably.
To-day those American policies speak for the peace of the
world. The weight of the American people is for peace, No-

who knows America can question that. The fact that
moral force is behind our Government for peace, in my opinion,
does not mean that it is not also behind it for preparedness
and for proper protection. If we have the preparedness that
we are entitled to—and that we should have—we are bound to
be listened to with greater care when we enter into the councils
of the nations of the world.

As a Senator I feel that it is absolutely my duty to vote for
this bill, and to vote for it with the specific statement that the
eruisers and the airplane carrier shall be built within the time
limit. When I do that, I feel that I am voting for a program
that is American, and earrying out one that is solely America's
own business, If we build these cruisers, we will be nearing
a parity with the other nations of the world. When we are on
that parity, -if we then want to limit our armaments, that is
another guestion. I do not believe for one moment that other
pnations will find any difficulty in dealing with America as to
dimitation of armaments, provided we are given a square deal
and our policy of having a navy that is equal to any other is
maintained.

We do not seek aggression, but we do insist that this great
Nation shall have the power for good that a restrained strength
always gives. :
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To my mind the attitude of America is that of a man who
seeks to maintain peace, but also seeks his own self-respect
and keeps himself fit so that he ean protect himself if necessary.

Mr. NEELY obtained the floor,

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. NEELY. I yield to the Senator from Ohijo.

Mr. BURTON. I desire to introduce an amendment to the
pending bill, which I ask may be read at the clerk’s desk. It is
very brief.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BargiEY in the chair).
The Secretary will state the amendment for the information
of the Senate.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the following words: * according to the following program :

“(a) Five light eruisers during each of the fiscal years ending June
30, 1929, 1930, and 1981 "—

Said words appearing in lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, page 1.

Mr. BURTON. I also desire to introduce another amend-
ment, which need not be read, which is merely supplemental to
the one already read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will lie on
the table and be printed.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NEELY. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. I offer two amendments to the pending bill, and
ask that they lie upon the table and be regarded as pending;
and I suggest the absence of a quornm.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be re-
ceived, and the Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess Kin, Eheppard
Barklg Fletcher McKellar Shipstead
Baya Frazier McMaster Sho!
Bingham George McNagly Simmong
Black Gerr{ Sorith
Blaine Gillett Moses Bteck
Blease Glass Neely Btelwer
Borah Glenn Norbeck Stephens
Bratton off Norris Swanson
Brookhart Gould Nye . Thomas, Idaho
Bruce Greene Oddie Thomas, Okla,
Burton Hale Overman Trammell
Capper Harris Phipps Tydings
Caraway Harrlson Pine Tyson
Copeland Hastings >ittman Vandenberg
ouzens Hawes Ransdell Wagner
Curtis Hayden teed, Mo Walsh, Mass,
Dale Heflin teed, Pa, Walsh, Mont.
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Ark. Warren
Dill Jones Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Edge Kendrick Sackett Watson
Edwards eyes Bchall Wheeler

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Howsrr] is necessarily detained from the Senate by reason of
illness.

The VIOCE PRESIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. NEEvy] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NEELY. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. BROOKHART. I have had an amendment printed, and
I desire formally to offer it now, so that it may be pending,
under the unanimous-consent agreement.

I also desire to offer a further amendment, to reduce the
number of cruisers to 10.

1 offer another amendment, in the nature of a substitute,
providing that this money shall be used to make toll bridges
free.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry.

Mr. NORRIS. Will it be sufficient, under the unanimous-
consent agreement, for Senators who desire to propose amend-
ments before 4 o'clock, instead of interrupting a Senator who
may be speaking, simply to send the amendments to the desk?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be all right,

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, the debate on the pending
cruiser bill has extended over all the parallels of parliamentary
latitude, comprehended all the degrees of forensic longitude, and
sounded many of the depths and shoals of the wisdom of peace
and the folly of war.

Unhappily for the tranguillity of the war-weary world, the
language of a part of the debate has been intemperate enough
to indicate that the dove of peace has been exiled, and that the
vultures of war are swarming over the heads of the Members
of the United States Senate.

Instructions and expressions of opinion which I have received
from my constituents convince me that the sentiment of the
people of West Virginia is overwhelmingly in favor of the im-
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mediate passage of the cruiser bill. Therefore, as the servant
of my constituents, I shall endeavor by my vote to translate
their wishes into action, But I would be derelict in the perform-
ance of a larger official duty which I owe not only to the people
of my State but to those of the entire country, if I did not
make it plain that my vote in favor of the bill must not be
attributed to my sharing the apprehensions expressed, the fears
disclosed, or the purposes suggested, by some of the other Mem-
bers of the Senate who, during the debate, have breathed out
“ threatenings and slaughter ” such as I have heard in neither
House of Congress since the dark days of the World War.

No one can go before me in holding the distinguished senior
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] in the highest esteem. For
his preeminent ability, matchless oratory, undoubted sincerity,
and irresistible powers of argumentation, I have boundless ad-
miration. But in spite of my admiration and esteem my poor
sentiments are in irrepressible conflict with many of those that
the Senator expressed in the memorable speech with which he
held both the Senate and its galleries spellbound last Wednes-
day afternoon. I fervently hope and devoutly pray that many
of the opinions that he so eloguently voiced are not shared to
any great extent by the people of this country, or any other
land. If they are, then, indeed, does everyone who hates war
and hopes for peace live in a fool’s paradise under the spell of
a delirious dream and the hallucination of a nightmare more
hideous than anything that Doré ever painted with his magic
pencil, or Dante ever wrote with his facile pen.

If bitter inveetive, biting sarcasm, and withering scorn were
lethal things, every pacifist, every hater of war, and every lover
of peace would, at the conclusion of the Senator’s speech, have
been as dead as Sennacherib’s Assyrian host after it had
perished at the hands of the destroying angel. Although I do
not approve of the slogan, “ Peace at any price,” I nevertheless
rejoice in believing that countless millions of lovers of peace
still live, and their number is increasing everywhere, every
day, and every hour.

It must be admitted that in the Senator’s address “ the native
hue of resolution ™ is not * sicklied o'er with the pale cast of
thought ’; and that it will not be his fault if the enterprise
of great pith and moment of making the United States the
supreme naval and military power of the world goes awry. The
Senator frankly told us that he favors a navy so strong that
no two countries can successfully attack us. But why limit
the imaginary attacking forces to two nations and our program
of preparation to 15 cruisers? Why assume that only two
nations will combine against us, when the Senator so vividly
describes the terrifying military preparations that have been
made by France, Russia, Italy, Poland, Yugoslavia, Czechoslo-
vakia, and Japan, to say nothing of Great Britain, which seems
to be the Senator's béte noir. The Senator after informing us
of the great military strength of various countries that are
staggering under intolerable burdens of war indebtedness,
assures us that “the war councils of every great nation have
prepared plans for the sinking of the American fleet, the bom-
bardment of American cities, and they have laid out the roads
over which the armies are to travel in case of war with the
United States.”

Mr, President, if I shared what I believe to be the Senator’s
fears I shounld consider it my duty to offer an amendment to
the bill which would provide for the building of not 15 but of
fifteen hundred cruisers and billions of dollars’ worth of other
instrumentalities of military destruction and defense.

If I correctly interpret the Senator's stirring address, it
means that we should not only build the greatest of navies,
but that we should emulate the examples of military achieye-
ments furnished the world by Alexander and his phalanxes,
Hannibal and his elephants, Rome and her trained legions,
Willinm the Congueror and his mailed eavalry, and Napoleon
and his vast army. L

Mr, President, I do not believe that the Senator has cor-
rectly interpreted the wishes, the hopes, the ideals, or the
prayers of the American people. Since the United States has
just ratified a treaty of peace with practically all of the great
nations, renouncing war, I can not believe that the fathers and
mothers of this country want their boys to follow the footsteps
of the old Napoleon, whose grand army and old guard spread
the cold gray spell of hideous militarism, frightful desolation
from the fruitful fields of sunny Italy to the sterile shores of
the frozen ocean. I do not believe that the mothers and fathers
of this land want their boys to emulate the example of Alex-
ander the Great, who, with his iron-shod foot on the throat of
prostrated humanity, wept because there were no more worlds
for him to conquer, and who, in the agony of his grief, died
a drunkard at the age of 33.

The Senator may scoff at the sentimentality of the mother
who, with her prattling babe clasped to her breast, sings “1I
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didn’t raise my boy to be a soldier.” But in spite of the Sena-
tor’s blighting contempt for all such pacific sentiments I believe
that that song is more popular with a majority of the mothers
of America than the “song of sword"” which the Senator has
sung, and which, if persistently sung with his ability and skill
in the various parliaments of the world, will, in my opinion,
result in another world-wide war as certainly as the day will
follow the night. The Senator is thrilled by thoughts of boys
dying for their country. But let us experience a greater thrill
in thinking of boys living for their country, and rendering con-
spicunous service to suffering humanity.

Is it not high time for the American people to find more hap-
piness in striving for peace than in preparing for war?

The Senator assures us that he does “not say that Great
Britain contemplates war upon the United States.” But he
points an accusing finger at Britain’s fortifications in Bermuda ;
to those near the southern end of South America; to her for-
tresses upon both the Atlantic and Pacific coasts; and asks us to
tell him why these fortresses and fortifications are being main-
tained, as if the answer must be “to make war against the
United States.”

But we should remember that these fortifications and for-
tresses have existed for generations. Ninety-five years ago Dan-
iel Webster spoke of them in language if not as forceful, cer-
tainly as picturesque and elegant as that used by the able
Senator from Missouri. Mr, Webster deseribed Great Britain
as—

A power which has dotted over the surface of the whole globe with
her possessions and military posts, whose morning drumbeat, following
the sun and keeping company with the hours, circles the earth with one
continnons and unbroken strain of the martial airs of England.

Yet with all of the fortifications and fortresses which Britain
has maintained ever since Mr. Webster uttered the foregoing
words in 1834, she has not made war upon the United States.
And is it not unthinkable that she ever will make war upon uns?

The people of the United States and Great Britain, because of
the identity or similarity of their origin, language, customs, laws,
and ideals, have more in common than any other two great
nations of the earth. For Britain to make war upon the United
States or the United States to make war upon Britain would be
to destroy the peace of the world and endanger the very ex-
istence of the Caucasian race. Such an awful event would be
the greatest tragedy since Calvary; the greatest calamity since
the crucifixion.

I refuse to believe that there is even a probability that the two
greatest English-speaking nations will ever go to war against
each other.

The Senator from Missouri deplores the danger in which a
nation lives without being prepared for war. Although the
Senator may be the best of prophets, it will not be conceded that
he is the only Member of this body who is familiar with the
world’s history ; and if that history teaches one thing more con-
clusively than another, it is the impressive lesson that prepara-
tion for war has never promoted the cause of peace. All history
corroborates the gospel that says— -

He that killeth with the sword must be killed with the sword.

Whether in Europe or Asia or Africa, whether in the valley
of the Euphrates, the Tigris, the Tiber, or the Nile, every war-
like nation of the past has in its turn been conquered by some
greater military power. Rameses the Second, the Pharaoh who
oppressed the Israelites, earried the Egyptian arms in triumph
into Asia. Later Necho subdued all of the enemies of Egypt
and extended her rule over all the land between the Mediter-
ranean and the Euphrates.

A little later Necho's vast empire was overthrown by Nebu-
chadnezzar, King of Babylon, who was miraculously trans-
formed into a beast of the field.

Next Cyrus with his host of Persian warriors destroyed
Babylon. Xerxes, a successor of Cyrus, had a navy great
enough, perhaps, to satisfy the desires and dreams of the
“jingoes ” and “ junkers” of modern times. With it the ambi-
tious and whimsieal Xerxes built a bridge from Asia to Europe
in an effort to congquer Greece. But after a naval battle off
the isle of Salamis, which resulted in a victory for the Greeks,
Xerxes returned to Persia in dismay, leaving behind him
General Mardonius with 300,000 men.

The following year the Greeks, under Aristides and Pau-
sanius, glew Mardonins at the Battle of Platea, and from then
until now a Persian army has never been seen in Greece.

Time passes and the warlike multitudes of Greece are con-
quered by the even more warlike millions of Italy, and Greece,
with all of her possessions and military glory, in 168 B. C.
became a Province of the Roman Empire and even lost her name.
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And the empire on the banks of the Tiber that for eenturies
ruled the world with an iron rod finally fell and in 476 A. D.,
at the command of Odoacer, a German military chie{tain, Rome
sent to Constantinople her kingly scepter, robe, and crown.

But it is unnecessary to go to antiquity for proof of the
assertion that militarism has never promoted peace.

Fifteen years ago Germany's military preparation, in pro-
portion to her population and her wealth, exceeded that of any
other nation in the history of the world. To-day her former
Kaiser is an exile in Holland, his kingly power has perished,
his empire has become a republic, and the German people,
under the plan of the illustrions President of the Senate, are
now paying the greatest war debt that ever burdened a nation.

Fifteen years ago England, and France, and Russia, and
Italy, and the United States, and Japan all possessed enough
preparation—if preparation were ever sufficient—to preserve
the world’s peace. But all of these great powers went to war.
And, strange to relate, Switzerland—one of the most civilized
nations of the world—without a battleship, without a cruiser,
and without a submarine, lived in the midst of the World
War’s conflagration, without her people ever seeing a single
firebrand, flare, or spark ever falling within her bounds. Hol-
land, without a navy or an army to compare with those of
Germany or Hngland or France, preserved her neutrality
throughout the World War and was untouched by the war's
desolation.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr., NEELY. I yield.

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator forgets that Switzerland has a
system of universal military training.

Mr. NEELY. But she has never had a great standing army
and her military preparation has never involved any great sac-
rifice or expense.

Many other similar examples could be cited to prove that
those who live by the sword perish by the sword and that
preparation for war has never resulted in peace.

So I purpose to vote for the cruiser bill, not as a preparation
for war against England or France or Japan, or any other na-
tion, but simply as a prudent, precautionary measure which the
President, the Commander in Chief, has recommended, and
which an overwhelming majority of my constituents who have
expressed themselves upon the subject inform me that they
desire.

I believe that war is less likely now than ever before. I be-
lieve that the world is improving, that civilization is advancing,
and that Christianity is spreading. I hope for—

The coming of that morn divine
When nations shall as forests grow,
Wherein the oak hates not the pine,
Nor beeches wish the cedars woe,
But all in their unlikeness blend,
Confederate in one golden end.

I venture to hope and believe that the recent war, which is
still fresh in our recollection, has so sickened the world with
bloodshed, so horrified it with slaughter, and so appalled it with
agony and woe as to impel mankind everywhere to forsake the
demon of hate and swear eternal allegiance to the everlasting
god of love.

May we not believe that the sun of righteousness will eventu-
ally rise with healing in his wings and illumine every highway ;
that the hands of the Infinite will finally make every crooked
path straight; and that the pure white light of the crucified
Christ, streaming down from the ineffable throne of God, will
at last dispel the darkmess that obscures our vision, stays our
progress, and envelopes our little lives.

Instead of predicting war and delivering encomiums wupon
military pomp and grandeur and apotheosizing the splendors
of *“camps and sieges and batfles”; instead of disturbing the
tranquillity of the world by thought or word or deed, let us
ceaselessly hope and constantly pray that the Prince of Peace,
in all His glory, will yet establish His everlasting kingdom in
the hearts of men, that Pope's dream of the Messiah may be
fully realized, and that—

All erime shall cease and anclent fraud shall fail,
Descending justice lift aloft her scale,

Peace over the world her olive wand extend,
And white robed innocence from heaven descend.

Mr, HEFLIN. Mpr. President, I send to the desk an amend-
ment which I shall offer as an additional section to come in at
the end of the bill

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the
table.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the debate on
the cruiser bill authorizing the construction of 15 light cruisers
and 1 aircraft carrier is approaching a conclusion. The Senate
is about to vote on the various issues involved in the measure.

The discussions have been conducted on a high plane and
have not only covered the- controversies directly involved.
They have also extended to many topies somewhat remotely
related to the subject matter before the Senate,

Since the cruiser bill was made the unfinished business, the
contest has shifted ground. Dispute first arose over the au-
;lll;:ie::gtion of i:lu:,-r ships,l the opposition being based on the

prospects for early agreement by th :
to limit all classes of comgat vessels, MRS Howers

Recently, that very much desired consummation has been
made to appear improbable, or remote, and many of those who
at first sought to defeat the legislation now combine their efforts
with such advocates of the measure as are content to secure
a mere general authorization without fixing a definite timg
limit for the construction of the ships. The effect of eliminat-
ing the time limit would be to vest in the President complete
discretion and authorize him to postpone actual construction
indefinitely. The existence of such power in the Executive,
it is claimed, would give this country great advantage over
other countries in the negotiation of treaties for the limitation
of armament.

A fundamental fallacy underlies this assertion. Al inter- -
national conferences on armament have heretofore taken into
consideration the relative strength of the participating powers
at the time of the negotiations. The Washington conference
was governed largely by the theory that to adopt any other
principle would tend to enlargement rather to reduction. So
it seems probable that complete suspension of construction by
the United States while other countries go forward, will in-
crease the disparity and place the United States at further
disadvantage when the time actually arrives for agreement,
This argument is based on the assumption that in order to
agree on a program of any character Great Britain, France,
Italy, Japan, the United States, and Germany may not be
expected to break away entirely from old customs and prece-
dents and enter upon an entirely new method or program for
the limitation of their respective armaments.

If the past is to be regarded as illuminative of the present
and future, other nations can not be relied on to discontinue
naval construction merely because the United States has
pursued or announced such a policy,

In the Washington conference bettleships were limited so as
to establish the ratio of 5-5-3 for Great Britain, the United
States, and Japan. This was the only limitation effected.
Our country entered the conference superior to all other naval
powers in battleships, and emerged from it on an equality,
We completely suspended the construction of cruisers, while
Great Britain and Japan actively carried out programs for
cruiser building which resulted in giving the United States third
rank as a naval power.

It seems foolish to assert, in view of this history, that the con-
tinuance of our present policy will result in destruction of
cruisers by either Great Britain or Japan. The records of the
League of Nations, the Geneva conference of 1927, and the
Anglo-French project prove that whatever may be the policy of
other countries, the present leadership will not advance or
accept any program substantially reducing British naval arma-
ment. This declaration is not based on antagonism or resent-
ment toward that great power. It is prompted solely by a study
of the statements and suggestions made by the British repre-
sentatives In the various negotiations for peace and for limita-
tion of armament which have taken place among the prinecipal
world powers since the armistice was signed.

The British viewpoint is definitely and fairly expressed by
Viscount Cecil, known throughout the world as the leader among
Britons for the promotion of international peace. The British
viewpoint is that security of the empire is not dependent pri-
marily upon land forces, but is bound up with the strength of
the British Navy.

Defining the attitude of his country for the benefit of certain
sections of the preparatory commission of the League of Nations
on the 5th of April, 1927, Lord Cecil said:

I remember that when I had the honor of addressing this commission
on a military question—on the limitation of military effectives—I ex-
plained that this was a matter which did not directly affect us, since
our gecurity was not bound up primarily with the strength of our land
army. But, of course, when you come to deal with naval questions the
matter {8 entirely different, and there I can not pretend to be disinter-
ested in the matter. The whole existence of the British Empire depends
upon the gecurity of its communications and the freedom of its com-




1929

merce, and those two considerations, apart from others, make it obvious
that any question of fleet limitation is a matter of the highest possible
importance to us, and when we try to put in force, as a member of the
League of Nations, the obligations to put forward schemes for the reduc-
tion of our naval armaments to the lowest possible consistent with
national safety we have, of course, to consider very carefully any propo-
sitions which deal with the limitation and reduction of the fleet. * * *

We can not aeccept a system which disregards numbers altogether,
such as the total-tonnage system, and we have a further difficulty about
accepting it in that in practice it gives no limit either to the size of
ships or to the caliber of the guns.

The British attitude, therefore, is:

(1) That the security of the British Empire depends on her navy.

{2) That her numerous naval bases and far-spread possessions render
number of ships rather than size the controlling factor in British naval
policy.

Now, does anyone imagine that Great Britain is going to enter
into an agreement which will endanger the security of communi-
cation and of commerce between the constituent parts of the
empire? Throughout more than 150 years the British Empire
has defied disintegration and revolution. She has expanded and
gathered strength. Her growth and power are due in large part
to the ability of her ruling class. British statesmen have been
preeminent in the formation of comprehensive policies, in the
recognition of necessities for change, in their readiness to re-
spond to mature public sentiment, but, most of all, in their
sublime confidence in their own leadership, their ability to
retrieve mistakes and to remedy wrongs.

Mark this thought! It is controlling. Great Britain will
never enter into any arrangement substantially reducing her
present naval armament, because it has been planned with due
regard and thorough comprehension of the multitudinous and
long sea lanes through which British commerce is transported,
and British ships must pass in the protection of that commerce.
The necessity for numerous rather than large vessels is the key
to British naval policy. That policy will not be materially
changed in the early future—not until British statesmen become
confident that warships are no longer necessary for the preser-
vation of communication and commerce,

The World War proved so destructive that the hope was
born among all men for the capitalization of public opinion
to assure international peace. The effort was made, and it
failed of complete success, The partial failure is attributable
in large part to fundamental causes. The suspicions and
hatreds out of which the wars of the past have come did not
end with the signing of the armistice. They continued as sub-
conscious influences, rendering impossible the establishment of
that state of public confidence which is essential to any peace
that may be expected to endure.

The prejudices and antagonisms growing out of differences
in race and in eivilizations can not be eliminated by mere treaties.
It is foolish to ignore them. British statesmen do not imagine
that such a practice will relieve international relations from
the restraints imposed by diversity of race and custom.

Slowly but certainly the disappointment is filtering into the
consciousness of dreamers everywhere. The best men in every
century of modern times have looked hopefully for the substitu-
tion of justice for foree in international controversies. Who
does not now realize that in spite of the blood, the sacrifices,
the despair and death attendant upon international warfare,
the fear of warfare is destined to continue throughout a long
period?

Happily, it is true that many postwar disputes have been set-
tled by diplomatic negotiation; others have been composed by
mediation and coneiliation, or by arbitration.

The League of Nations and the World Court have functioned
effectively for Europe. We hope for peace. The Kellogg-Briand
treaty, binding the nations not to resort to war, is being entered
into by all the governments on earth. Yet we know that this
treaty by no means assures the “outlawry of war” or the per-
petuation of international peace. It is the fact that this cir-
cumstance is not fully appreciated by many people in the coun-
try who have been in communication with me that prompts me
to make this argument and this explanation at this time. The
opinion prevails in many parts of the country that the agreement
not to resort to war recently ratified by the Senate of the
United States means the end of all military strife. It is be-
lieved in some quarters that the battle flags have already been
“fuarled in the parliament of man, the federation of the world.”

While the Kellogg-Briand treaty is calculated to encourage
arrangements and methods for the settlement of disputes its
chief benefits will be limited to the promotion of good will and
to the stimulation of public sentiment in favor of peace.

Since amicable international relations must at last rest on
these it can not be truthfully declared that the treaty is trivial
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even though it necessarily recognizes the legality of at least
three important classes of wars—

Iirst. Wars waged for self-defense;

Second. Wars pursuant to the sanctions established by the
League of Nations; and

Third. Wars in enforcement of the agreements of the Locarno
treaties.

No nation Is now willing to abandon its sovereign right of
self-defense—defense of territory and other vital interests. The
right of self-defense inheres in all human relations, both private
and governmental. Nevertheless, recognition of the right of
every nation to determine for itself when the necessity for self-
defense arises throws the issue into practical confusion, In all
wars and threatened wars of recent years the belligerents have
claimed to act in self-defense. In many cases the facts have
been so complicated or uncertain as to leave in doubt who was
the actual aggressor,

The agreement, therefore, not to resort to war except in self-
defense, every nation to be the judge when the facts justify the
exercise of force, is not so effective from a practical standpoint
as some have claimed that it is.

Of course, if international politics were entirely simple and
no dispute of fact arose, every nation might be expected to keep
its agreement not to fight, and there would be no future wars.
But history discloses that the subject is not so simple or so easy
of determination. War seldom results from a single cause. It
is usually the product of many influences and seldom occurs
until antagonisms have become so fierce as to make reconcilia-
tion impossible. Those rivalries among nations and peoples,
which are the outgrowth of diverse habits and customs and
race, can not be suddenly abolished by mere treaties, whether
entered into by diplomats or in conferences.

The admitted fact that the world is now burdened with
heavier and more expensive armaments than during the pre-
war period, notwithstanding the subject of the limitation of
armaments has been before the various nations of the world
continuously since the great guns groaned into silence in 1918,
is indicative of the absence of that mutual confidence and good
will which is indispensable to an enduring peace.

Inventive genius still applies itself to the creation of destruc-
tive machines of war.

The nations refuse to limit armament. The preparatory com-
mission of the League of Nations has been at work continuously,
but has been anable to agree on a program for limitation. Noth-
ing worth while has been accomplished or is assured in the
early future respecting the reduction of armament. Commis-
sions have broken up, conferences have dispersed in irrecon-
cilable disagreement. France and Italy insist on the limitation
of the total tonnage of war vessels, while Great Britain and the
United States agree that four classes of warships must be dealt
with and the tonnage of each class limited.:

Great Britain and France, under the Anglo-French project,
would limit the number and tonnage of large cruisers suitable
to the purposes of the TUnited States and leave bpractically
unlimited the number or total tonnage of small eruisers adapted
to the purposes of Great Britain.

In the light of the present status of disarmament, the Wash-
ington conference accomplished nothing worth while. It merely
postponed the real issue in disarmament, both as a factor and
as a consequence of international peace.

By all means let future conferences be held. Let every
possible effort be made to secure arrangements for limiting the
dreadful burdens imposed in the name of national defense. It
is unfortunate that efforts for the reduction of armament should
have failed. It is regrettable that the future gives no assurance
that renewed attempts are destined to succeed. The program
carried in this bill is justified from every standpoint of the
public interest. It can affront mo nation which has been build-
ing cruisers while the United States has totally suspended such
construetion. It is the cheapest possible gunaranty of the pro-
tection of our commerce and possessions. The United States
does not expect war; but there is no certainty that her com-
merce, as a neutral, may not be threatened or destroyed. Any
war, wherever it commences and whatever powers it may in-
volve, will menace neutral commerce. A people fighting for
their existence are never restrained by mere ethical considera-
tions. The only protection to neutral commerce in time of war
is adequate sea power. The rights of neutrals on the seas were
disregarded during the late World War, and they will be given
little recognition in ease of future conflicts if the success of
either belligerent appears to depend on overriding them.

No patent process has been discovered whereby the human
race, with its diversity of religious, racial, and political insti-
tutions, can progress in complete harmony free from the dread—
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one might almost say the necessity—of sharp conflicts which
may result in war, When that diversity disappears world-wide
standardization in ideals and in social, political, and industrial
systems will have come. Such a consummation is not desirable.
It is in the limbo of things dreadful and remote.

Treaties promotive of good will; tribunals for the peaceful
settlement of differences; plans for limitation of armament—all
these will be helpful in maintaining international peace. Just
as in the best-regulated governments adequate police agencies
are required for the protection of life and property, so in the
sphere of international relations no nation can be expected to
disband its army and serap its navy, relying solely on the
justice of other peoples to protect its territory and its citizens.

Among the constitutional duties and powers of Congress is
that to provide and maintain a navy. This means a navy
adequate for national purposes and requirements. The prompt
construction of the vessels contemplated by this bill is essen-
tial to the maintenance of a properly balanced and efficient
navy.

No wholesome end can be accomplished by eliminating the
time clause, and thus placing upon the Executive a responsibility
which under the Constitution falls upon the legislative depart-
ment. Undoubtedly this would afford an easy way out of the
present controversy. It would save, in some degree, the faces
of those who have opposed the construction of cruisers, and it
would leave the practical results wholly dependent on the Hxec-
utive—on the President and the Bureau of the Budget.

Convinced that these ships will form no part of a competitive
program, that they are essential to an adequate navy, and
that their construction will facilitate rather than impede the
limitation of naval armament, I give this measure my hearty
gupport.

It has been said that the enactment of this measure may
occasion a deficit in the United States Treasury. I recall that
when the Congress first passed the bill providing adjusted com-
pensation for the veterans of the World War, the then Presi-
dent vetoed the bill on the ground that it would cause a deficit
in the Treasury, For every year that has come and gone since
that bill was passed there has been a large surplus in the
Treasury of the United States, notwithstanding the declaration
of the President who vetoed the bill to the contrary; and I
have little faith in the assertion that any substantial ground
of opposition to this measure can be based on a prospective
deficit in the revenues of our Treasury. The same thing will
result in that particular that came about with regard to the
enactment of the adjusted compensation bill. The passage of
this measure does impose an additional charge on the Treasury
of the United States; but the elimination of the time clause
will not diminish in the slightest degree the amount of that
charge, unless the argument be based on the assumption that
the President will not in fact construct the ships; and, if that
be the argument, then I am emphatically against the elimination
of the time limit.

Congress has the duty to determine this question. We have
been debating it now for a very long period. HEvery phase of
the subject has been considered. My conclusion is that the
Members of the Congress, every one of us, should assume the
responsibility which the fundamental law of the land imposes
upon us, and not leave to the Director of the Budget or to the
President or to any executive authority the performance of a
duty, the determination of an issue, that really devolves
upon us.

The United States Navy has never been an instrument of
oppression. It is not likely to endanger or interfere with the
rights of other nations. Considered as an instrumentality of
national defense, one must keep in mind the vast stretches of
our continental coast lines, almost wholly unprotected save by
naval armament. Alaska, the Hawalian Islands, the Philip-
pines, the Panama Canal, Porto Rico, and other island posses-
sions are under the protection of our Navy. Our commerce
extends to almost every port and is still expanding. Its se-
curity in the early future can only be assured through adeguate
merchant and naval vessels. No program for disarmament that
may be expected will contemplate a reduction of the cruiser
strength below that carried in this measure. There is not the
slightest likelihood that any ship constructed under this plan
will be scrapped unless the United States shall become content
to aceept a position of medioerity among naval powers. That
I am not willing to vote for or even to discuss.

Without boasting, one may take pride in the record and tradi-
tions of the United States Navy. From the days when John
Paul Jones, defying the lightning and the storm, carried the
War for Independence into enemy harbors; down through the
struggle of 1812; still later to the death grapple between the
Merrimae and the Monitor, and amid the thunder of the guns
at Santiago and Manila ; aye, even throughout the World War,
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the Navy of the United States reflected honor and glory upon
our flag, and gave security to our commerce, and contributed
indispensably to the tsiumph of our cause.

It is with the firm conviction that a strong navy is the best
insurance that can be procured—insurance during peace and in
war—that I cast my vote for the pending bill and against the
amendment eliminating the time clause,

Mr. McMASTER obtained the floor.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me that I may offer an amendment? Under the rule governing
our procedure I can not offer it after 4 o'clock.

Mr, McCMASTER. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. HARRISON. To comply with the rule, I offer the
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BrarroN in the chair).
The amendment will lie on the table and be printed.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President, I desire also to offer an
amendment which I propose to discuss very briefly, and then will
offer the amendment at the proper time.

The object of the amendment which I propose to offer is to
provide that when Congress shall declare war all Members of
Congress up to the age of 55 years, the chief executives of all
corporations whose capital exceeds $5,000,000, and the members
of all partnerships whose individual or combined responsibility
exceeds $5,000,000 shall be impressed into military service in
the zone of actual hostilities.

The first question that arises is as to the nature of the mili-
tary duties which men up to the age of 55 may perform. I am
informed by men of wide military experience that men up to
the age of 556 may perform many necessary and useful duties in
war time in the zones of actual hostilities; and, as a matter
of fact, the Germans and the French at the age of 60 years, in
the zones of actual hostilities, performed many necessary and
valuable services.

In the history of civilization, long before organized govern-
ment made its appearance in the world, the unit of society
was the family or the tribe, and the head of that family, who
was called the “ old man,” exercised despotic power over his sub-
jects. If an enemy tribe or family trespassed on his fishing or
game preserves he ordered the youth to go out and kill and slay
the enemy, and not to return until the end was accomplished.
Civilization has not changed in any great respect along that
line. Instead of having the “old man” wielding despotic
power over his smbjects, to-day we have what is known as
the ruling class in every nation which dominates, rules, and
controls the affairs of each country. The legislative assemblies
and the classes enumerated in this amendment constitute the
ruling classes of America as well as the ruling classes in all
nations.

It is the youth of the world that always bears the brunt of
war. It is perfectly proper, because of their physical fitness
and virility, that they should bear the brunt of war. No one
complains about that, not even the youth itself. But there is
something inexpressibly fine about youth. It is noble and gen-
erous, courageous and heroie. The youth of the world has its
own philosophy, and that philosophy of youth clearly under-
stands and comprehends that there is mot one logical reason in
the world why there should not be an international limitation
of armaments.

The philosophy of that youth clearly understands that with
unlimited armaments of the world, there is no universal applica-
tion of the principles of justice, because the small nations of the
earth have no voice in the determination of their own affairs;
that when war is declared, the small nations of the earth can not
determine their choice because of right or justice, but must
choose after a consideration of which side is the stronger, and
make their alignments accordingly.

The youth is perfectly willing to fight these wars, and to bear
the brunt of war, but when Congress declares war, and says to
the youth of America, “ This is a righteous war, and so firm are
our convictions in regard thereto that we are willing to share
with you the responsibilities,” then, when the youth of the coun-
try realizes that the great millionaire executives of the country,
whose property is to be defended by the war, are willing to leave
their business, are willing to leave their palatial homes, and the
physical comforts which they daily know, and are willing to join
with the farm boys and the mill boys of America and fight side
by side with them, a new confidence will be inspired in the heart
of the youth, and the whole morale of the Nation will be quick-
ened and stimulated, constituting a powerful factor in the prose-
cution of the war.

The object of this amendment is twofold. It will not only
stimulate the morale of the Nation in time of war but it will
accomplish a far greater purpose than that.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. MOCMASTER. I yield.
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Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator's amendment would send
Senators and Representatives under the age of §5 into the war,
but I see that a recent ruling of the War Department is to the
effect that a Senator has the rank of a major general and a
Representative that of a brigadier general, and in the Army offi-
cers of those ranks do not retire until they are 64. Therefore I
think the Senator ought to raise his age limit to 64 y

Mr, McMASTER. I would be perfectly willing to raise it, if
the Senate desired to do so.

The millionaire executives of this country exercise a powerful
influence, not only in national but in international affairs. They
guide and direct the commerce and the industry of the Nation,
and foo great tribute can not be paid to their ability and their
genius and their usefulness to society. This amendment is not
directed at those men because they are rich but it is directed
toward them because of the fact that if it were adopted there
would be brought home to them a keen responsibility of what
war means. There would be driven home to them the fact that
war means not only hell to the masses but to them as well.
Then, the ability and the genius of these men would be directed
along the lines of formulating international diplomaey that would
make for peace instead of making for war.

Mr. President, during the centuries the ruling clas® in every
country has shaped all national policies and all international
policies, and has shaped and determined the diplomacy of the
world. They have built armaments in the name of peace, they
have promised peace and safety and security to civilization,
and with what result? Wars, greater wars, and still greater
wars, have been the sum total of their efforts, and there is being
laid to-day the foundation for the greatest war in all history,
due to the world ambition for trade of the ruling classes of the
world.

In every generation, when this ruling class sees that its
ambitions for world trade a&re about to go toppling down in
failure, it steps aside and says to the youth of the world, “ We
have made a miserable failure of the whole business. Now you
go out and right these miserable mistakes with fire and the
sword.” And hundreds of millions of youths of the world have
obeyed that command and poured out their blood to atone for
the miserable mistakes of the elders.

The efforts of this ruling class, during all of the time it has
had charge of the affairs of the world, and most assuredly up
to the present hour, have resulted in a monumental failure, so
far as international diplomacy is concerned. Is it not about
time that the ruling classes of the world shall say to the youth,
“We will be honest and square with you. We have played
this game long enough at your expense. We are willing now to
accept responsibility for our acts.” When that time comes,
while the youth is always willing to bear the brunt of these
wars, it will have much more respect for the elders if they
are willing to share the responsibility of the war,

In this age-old diplomacy that is filled with blunders and mis-
takes which so completely fill the chapters of history, what is
the tragic end of it all? In every nation that is old in years,
after the youth have been lied to time and time again, after
facts have been cruelly misrepresented to them, when genera-
tion after generation has poured out its treasure of gold and
blood in war, and the mistakes and the intrigues of the ruling
class have been piled mountain high, what is the aftermath?
There always arises in that country a man with a dynamic and
a magnetie personality, with a fair knowledge of history and
economics, but with a perfect knowledge of human psychology,
who pours into the ears of the youth the deadly facts of the mis-
takes and the eruel blunders and the intrigues of their elders,
and the youth, who constitute the soldiery of the country, rally
around his banner, a dictator is born, down goes the govern-
ment, and the old régime is blotted out. No less than 10 to 15
times in the last decade has that very thing happened before the
eyes of the world, and that is the tragic climax to the miserable
drama.

At the end of the World War certain of the Central Powers
and the allied powers were sure as to who caused the war, but
after the passion and the heat of the war had subsided and a
calm investigation was made as to the causes of the war, under
the direction of the Historical Soclety of Paris, particularly
led by Professor Renouvin, of the University of Paris, he said
in substance, “ We may never know the exact causes of that
war, but it was not a one-sided war. All parties thereto bore
some gunilt.” He said the seeds of the war were sown 30 years
ago; that it was an economic war, and then, after reciting the
coalitions that were formed by the Central Powers and by the
allied powers beginning with 1907 and 1908, he said this:

The idea of an inevitable war tended to spread. The state of Buro-
pean politics, the race for armaments, the growing rivalry of the two
groups of powers, seemed to be leading toward it unavoidably. People
were actually waiting for the conflict to begin. When a statesman

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

2755

reaches this conviction, he reasons and acts as though the current were
invineible. He must make the necessary preparations for the conflict
without actually believing that it is coming. How can the stream of
destiny be turned aside?

That was the greatest world war in all history, a war where
all parties thereto bore some guilt, the result of the trade
policies and the ambitions of the ruling classes of the world.

Now, let me quote the opening sentence of an editorial in the
New York World in reference to this particular amendment that
has been offered. The World said:

It is a common observation that If it were possible to eliminate all
profits from war and to compel statesmen who declare war to go to
the front with muskets, it would be a long while before another armed
conflict would take place.

If according to this editorial the conscription of property
would postpone war for many a day, then the conscription of
life would effectually prevent war. It is a certainty that when
the bodies of the ruling classes feel the withering touch of
the flame of war and accept responsibility for their acts then
sanity and common sense and honesty will be translated into
the diplomacy of the world.

Theodore Roosevelt, the great American, in times of war
never asked an American boy to do that which he himself was
not willing to do. If the philosophy of Roosevelt were trans-
lated into the fundamental law of every land, a new hope would
be borne in the breast of mankind for the peace and the safety
and the security of the world.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, during the debate in the Senate
it was said a number of times that the Kellogg peace pact was
nothing more than a gesture. With this view of the pact I
can not agree. 1 think it is much more than a gesture. It
seems to me it is an expression of the will and desire of the
people of the world for peace; it is a pledge by the govern-
ments of the world to recognize this undoubted feeling on the
part of the peoples themselves. Just at this time this feeling
does exist strongly in practically every civilized country of
the world. But it must not be forgotten that very few cases
have occurred in history where wars have been fought against
the wishes of the people of the countries at war.

This desire for peace is not manifesting itself during our day
by any means for the first time in history. It is really the
normal feeling of the world in times of peace; but when ocea-
sions for war arise it takes very little to turn this normal
desire for peace into a very active desire to get at each others’
throats.

The Kellogg peace pact, which acknowledges that every coun-
try has the right to make war in self-defense or when so
obligated to do under the treaty of Versailles or the Locarno
treaty, or the French private treaties, does not by any means
guarantee that there will be no more war.

It is not a treaty relying on which any country can afford
at the present time to relinquish its armament or to reduce it
below its national needs unless the other countries of the
world do likewise, and this is particularly true in regard to
naval armament.

The real value of the treaty will be developed in the future.
It is my opinion that its chief value will not be developed
until some one of the great world powers signatory thereto has
violated the treaty, and then its value will depend entirely upon
the degree of coventry exercised against the treaty-violating
power by the other nations signatory.

If the treaty is to survive such a violation and to have any
measurable effect in the future, the nonoffending nations must
in some tangible form so express their disapproval that there-
after neither the offending nation nor any other nation will
dare to repeat the offense. Otherwise the treaty will not be
worth the paper on which it is written and will be a mere evi-
dence of the vanity of the hopes of the world for abolition of
war.

Let us see to it that this great country of ours, the richest
and necessarily the most envied country in the world, does not
furnish cause for the violation of the Kellogg treaty. Let us
so keep up our national defenses that no other country in the
world shall have any temptation to violate the terms of the treaty
in so far as we are concerned, and attack us or wrongfully to
interfere with our rights, thereby putting itself in the position
of violating the treaty to which we are both signatories: that
we on our part shall not because of our military strength as-
sume the rile of the treaty violator. The great material ad-
vantages to our counfry of a condition of world peace, our
frequent and honest endeavors to have adopted a code of laws
for the sea, and our well-known and proven poliey of not wish-
ing to add to our territorial possessions should be a sufficient
guaranty to the rest of the world.
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Mr. STECE. Mr. President, as the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. RoBixsoN], our leader, has said, every phase of this
guestion has been covered, but I wish in a few moments to give
my reasons for voting for the pending legislation, together with
the time limit. :

Mr. President, I intend to vote for the pending legislation—

Because the first duty of a government is the common defense.

Because the Constitution makes it the duty of Congress to
provide and maintain a navy and to make all laws which shall
be necessary and proper for the common defense.

Because this duty can not be shifted by Congress to either
of fhe other branches of our Government.

Because I will not be led from what I conceive to be my
duty as a Member of Congress by the activities of any group
or organization, however earnest and active they may be.

I intend to vote for this legislation—

Because I am convinced that the ernisers provided for in the
bill are immediately necessary to provide a naval force ade-
quate for the common defense, and because I have confidence
in the judgment of our President, who, as Commander in Chief
::J our Army and Navy, considers them necessary, and who has

d:

It is our duty to ourselves and to the cause of civilization, to the
preservation of domestic tranguillity, to our orderly and lawful rela-
tlons with forelgn people, to maintain an adequate Army and Navy.

I shall so vote—

Because of the warnings of Washington, Jefferson, Lincoln,
and Roosevelt, and because I believe with our President-elect
Mr. Hoover that—

there are two cooperating factors in the maintenance of peace—the
building of good will by wise and sympathetic handling of international
relations and the adequate preparedness for defense—

that—
We must not only be just; we must be respected.

Because while I hope for everlasting peace I realize that the
only real guaranty we have against attack is to let the world
know that we are prepared and disposed to defend ourselves.

Because I know that only by actual conflict was our Nation
established ; that only by actual conflict has it been preserved,
and because I am more interested in the safety and welfare
of my own country than in that of any other nation or nations.

And, finally, I shall vote for the bill because I am convinced
that the people I in part represent overwhelmingly demand a
navy of sufficient size to keep inviolate the shores of our coun-
try and of our possessions, to safegnard our commerce on all
the seas, and to protect our citizens and their property wher-
ever they may properly be.

Mr, BLAINE. Mr. President, the ratification of a treaty not
many moons ago is fresh in our minds. The Senate ratified
the multilateral peace pact outlawing war and providing for
the pacific settlement of all international disputes. While I
voted against ratification for the reasons I set forth in the de-
bate, and while I entertain misgivings as to the value of that
treaty modified, as I believe it to be, by reservations and
interpretations of foreign governments, and while I entertain
grave apprehensions of the ultimate consequences of the treaty,
I feel that it is my duty as an official now to accept that treaty
in good faith at its face value and resolve the presumption in
favor of the honesty and integrity of our Government and other
governments adhering to the treaty, until that presumption is
overcome by the facts of future history.

When the treaty has been ratified by the governments pro-
posing the treaty, it goes into effect as soon as the instruments
of ratification have been deposited at Washington, and it then
becomes under our Constitution the supreme law of the land,
binding equally upon all citizens and all officials.

If nations are sincere and diplomats are not all liars, under
the treaty there should be no wars—no, not even defensive
wars, for there can be no defensive warfare until there is an
assailant, Being one of the first nations to ratify the treaty,
it would, in my judgment, seem ironical if America were to
become the first Nation to prepare for war. My vote, there-
fore, will be cast against the cruiser bill.

On the day when the treaty was voted upon in the Senate,
representatives from the so-called peace organizations of the
country and women's clubs filled the Senate Office Building,
importuned the Senators of the respective States—preceding
those importunities with public mass meetings—flocked into the
corridors and waiting rooms of the Nation’s Capitol and filled
the galleries of the Senate Chamber in an effort to demonstrate
their “passion for peace,” so eloguently portrayed by the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH].

On the day of ratification the dove of peace fluttered about the
Senate floor and the Senate galleries. It perched upon the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 4

desk of every Senator, then fluttered about the part-time mili-
tant Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] and the erstwhile
nationalist, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs],
seductively billing and cooing them with an innocuous commit-
tee report, and as the vote was taken it perched high above
the Presiding Officer, with its head gently turned to hear the
sweet refrain as the Senate, by the roll call, joined in the
hallelnjah chorus of peace with but a single discordant vote,

While the Senate is about to take a vote filling the Nation’s
waist belt with tomahawks for a competitive struggle in the
international game of scalping, the braves have laid aside the
peace pipe. The representatives of the peace organizations of
the country and the women’s clubs are all absent. The seats
they once oceupied during the consideration of the peace pact
are now reserved for the gentlemen who rattle the saber. The
dove of peace, a temperamental creature, has taken its flight
and is now perched high in the loft of some deserted barn.
Its wings have drooped, its feathers are disheveled, its eyes
turned to the dull dreariness of shattered hopes, and no longer
does it bill and coo. Indeed, the “ passion for peace,” like so
many other passions, flamed and flared forlorn in the blackness
of the night, flickered and was snuffed out at the break of day.

The braves have returned from their bivouac of peace, and
now, with the beating of the drums, the war dance begins. On
Monday they feed on raw meat and shout for war. On Tuesday
they breakfast on the tongue of a barnyard fowl and cackle
for peace. But I observe that in this debate the roar has been
louder than the cackle.

Mr. President, the debate on the peace pact, the debate on
the eruiser bill, the justification, as has been alleged upon the
floor of the Senate, for the building of 15 additional cruisers,
in my opinion portends nothing less than war. Indeed, the
nations of the earth, begging for peace, begging for cessation
of the giving of their blood in useless warfare, must look upon
America to-day, as she welds her armor of steel with the white
heat of the passions of war, as a doubtful leader for peace.

Mr. President, every cruiser, every battleship is an instru-
ment of destruction ; and in the hands of America, great, power-
ful, and wealthy as she is, it is a warning,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BratrroN in the chair).
The time of the Senator on the pending question has expired.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr, President, speaking, then, on the amend-
ment—should we pass this bill it will be a warning to the na-
tions of the world that America, when she joined in the Kellogg
peace pact, intended to mislead the peoples of the world. We
shall stand before the world as a nation, by our voice speaking
for peace and by our acts preparing for war.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I disagree with the position
taken by my distingnished friend the junior Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. Braine]. It does not seem to me that a vote to
provide cruisers is any more a vote for war than voting for
policemen and police patrols is voting for crime, or voting for
fire engines and firemen is voting in favor of fires. I believe in
peace with righteousness, peace with justice, and peace with
honor. Human nature being what it is, and the nations of the
world being composed of human beings, I believe that we shall
be more likely to get peace with honor and peace with justice
if we are ourselves strong and prepared for the worst than if
we are weak and whining for others to disarm because we
ourselves do not care to arm.

The hour is late, Mr. President, and I shall not address
myself at any further length to the general aspects of the bill,
which seems to me to be directly in line with the injunetion in
Washington’s last message, that the cost of preparing against
war is always less than the cost of war. T do desire, however,
to address myself for the remainder of my time to an amend-
ment which I have sent to the desk, which provides for the
building of two additional aircraft carriers.

In the original program for Navy development, for the re-
building of the outworn ships and the construction of new
ships—a program sent to the Congress last winter and ap-
proved by the President, the statement being made that it was
not in conflict with the financial program of the President—25
cruisers and 5 aircraft carriers were provided for, After pro-
longed hearings the House committee prepared a bill which
provided for a reduction of two-fifths in the number of eruisers,
making the number 15 instead of 25, and a reduction of four-
fifths in the number of aircraft carriers, making the number
1 instead of 5. It seems to me that that was a very unfor-
tunate act on the part of the House of Representatives. The

amendment which I have proposed provides for the adding of
two aireraft carriers to the bill, one aireraft carrier to be built
in each year that we build five cruisers.

In order that the sentiment of the highest authorities of the
Navy on this matter may be known, I ask to read from the state-
ment of Admiral Hughes, the Chief of Naval Operations, made
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a year ago, in January, before the House committee on aireraft
carriers, in which he says:

Ajreraft carrlers are becoming each year more necessary for fleet
efficiency. Our present effective strength consists of only two units,
the Saratoga and Lerington, and the logs of one of these units would
reduce our carrier force by 50 per cent.

I interject there to remind Senators that a few days ago at
the maneuvers off the Panama Canal, the great naval maneuvers
of the year, our two aircraft carriers were engaged and one of
them was “put out of action” very early in the maneuvers.
That enabled the other one, by skillful use of one of its airplanes,
to bomb the Panama Canal in such a way as to prevent the At-
lantie Fleet from joining the Pacific Fleet and to force it to take
its way around Cape Horn.

Due to the increased efficiency that will be obtained from numbers
of mobile landing and operating stations, as well as to the extreme
vulnerability of this type of vessel, numbers of smaller carriers should
be built, rather than a few large carriers,

- L - - - - *

The mission of an air carrier Is to provide a mobile base for airplanes
in areas and at such time as will insure an effective employment of its
own planes and the planes of other types of combatant sghips in com-
pany which can launch planes, but upon which planes can not land.
Carriers provide the only satiefactory means of reservicing the planes
of all ships of the fleet in the presence of an enemy, as it is manifestly
fmpracticable for combatant ships to stop and recover planes in the
presence of an enemy. The types of operations in which carriers are
likely to engage during war are as follows—

First, fleet action ; second, scouting operations; third, defense
of commerce; and, fourth, attack on shore objectives—naval
and military.

I will not read, Mr. President, all that he says at this time;
but will ask permission that it may be inserted in the Recorp
at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

(1) Fleet action: Airplanes in a major action would be used for
attacking enemy planes, bombing enemy combatant ships, strafing
attacks against heavy and light foreces, torpedoing eapital ships, laying
smoke gcreens, tactieal scouting, and observation of gun fire. To per-
form these functions, control of the air must be gained and maintained ;
this involves destruction of enemy planes. To accomplish the above
functions, planes must be reservieed and a large number of landing
platforms in the battle area are required to prevent congestion in
servicing planes and possible actual disaster to planes,

(2) Bceouting operations: Early information of the presence of the
enemy, even at a great distance from the fleet, or his absence from
certain areas, is of great importance to the commander in chief. Under
favorable weather conditions such information may be obtained by
planes flown from carriers, and the greater the number of carriers the
greater the area and the more effectively ean it be covered ; but carriers
must, at all times, be amply protected by cruisers or destroyers, or both.

(3) Defense of commerce: By locating and attacking enemy com-
batant ships operating on our lines of eommunications and by inform-
ing our own forces of the location of ememy combatant and merchant
vessels aireraft will render great aid in maintaining our sea communi-
cations and denying same to the enemy.

(4) Attack on shore objectives—naval and military : In such attacks
the chance of accomplishing the mission Is greatly increased by the
number of flyilng off and flying on decks within striking distance of the
objective.

In view of the above we ghould build up our carrier tonnage to the
treaty limit of 135,000 tons.

AIRCEAFT-CARRIER SITUATION AT THE PRESENT TIME ON A TONNAGE BASIS

At the present time the tonnage of aircraft carriers built, building,
and appropriated for is as follows:

Tons
United Btates. 78, 700
British Empire 107, 650
Japan 63, 300

Of the above the following tonnages are classed as experimental and
may be replaced as desired :

Tons
United States 12, 700
Great Britain 70, 350
Japan __ 9, 500

The tonnage of aireraft carriers allowed by the Washington treaty is
ag follows:

Tons
United States 135, 000
Great Britain 135, 000
Japan 81, 000
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Mr, BINGHAM. Admiral Hughes calls attention to the fact
that under the Washington conference treaty we were per-
mitted to build 135,000 tons of aircraft carriers; Great Britain
the same tonnage; and Japan 81,000 tons. At the present time
our tonnage of aireraft carriers is 78,000, while Great Britain’s
is 107,000, and Japan’s 63,000. Japan has approached far more
nearly to her quota than we have, for we are still 56,300 tons
under the treaty allowance.

Mr. President, I should like also to eall attention to the testi-
mony before the House Naval Affairs Committee of the Hon.
Edward P. Warner, Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Avia-
tion, in which he points out the necessity of having a number
of aircraft carriers in order that we may learn to use them.
He states that it is of the greatest importance there should be
more than one airplane carrier with each one of the fleets
engaging in maneuvers. During the last war no aireraft car-
riers were used at all, and we know very little about how they
will behave and what will be their tacties during war time.

I quote from Mr. Warner :

* * * The only chance from gaining experience with aircraft
carriers whiech will give our naval officers and professional men a
really extended and full knowledge of their possible attainments is
through the execution of peace-time maneuvers, In those maneuvers
there must be carriers with both the opposing forees, and they must
be serving in various capacities, ®* * * If we are to learn what
may be done with the carriers in the way of carrying planes to act
as scouts, as a striking force, and simultaneously in all the different
aerial operations that have been conceived, we must have a reasonable
number of airplane carriers—certainly more than those in hand—and
we ought to have them as soon as possible, because on the demon-
strated usefulness of the airplane carrier will depend to a very large
extent the development of our naval policy.

He calls attention to the fact that the Washington treaty
as affecting the United States and Great Britain fixed a definite
standard of 135,000 tons for airplane carriers. In doing that
it obviously set what was expected to be a reasonable minimum
tonnage to be attained by those powers to meet an absolute
requirement. In view of this statement, extracts from which I
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp, it seems
to me to be a mistake when we are about to build 15 cruisers
that we should not build an adequate number of airplane car-
riers, and the amendment which I have sent to the desk provides
for one carrier to be built in each of the three years covered by
this bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the extracts
referred to by the Senator will be printed in the Recorp at
this point.

The extracts are as follows:

[From the statement of Hon. Edward P, Warner, Assistant Secretary of
the Navy for Aviation, before the House Committee on Naval Affairs,
January 23, 1928]

* * * Put as I see it the problem of the airplane carrier is a
novel one, with some aspects peculiar to itself, which makes it particn-
larly important that the construction of carriers should be expedited at
the present time, and that we should proceed with the construction, not
only of one airplane carrier but of several, with a maximum of rapidity.
This is a problem which requires separate analysis because of the
peculiar technieal and tactical position that the airplane carrier ocecu-
ples, There has already been a discussion of the possibility of estab-
lishing ratios connecting the desirable numbers and tonnage of the
various type of naval craft, such as cruisers, submarines, destroyers,
ete., required for each battleship. However, it may be for those ships
the discusslon of airplane carriers in terms of ratios with any other
type seems to me at present to be quite impracticable, the ecarrier has
to be judged for the present, in itself, and the requirement for carriers,
as I see it, is absolutely and wholly noncompetitive—an absolute not a
relative requirement. And that is for two reasons,

In the first place, there has been set a definite standard for airplane
carriers to be built up by the powers participating in the treaty of
Washington. That treaty limits the tonnage of airplane earriers of over
10,000 tons to a total of 135,000 tons for ourselves and for the British
Empire, and in doing so it obviously set what was anticipated to be a
reagonable minimum tonnage to be attained by those powers to meet an
absolute requirement. A materially lower figure might have been estab-
lished, had that been thought desirable at the time, without requiring
any actual serapping of ships.

The second reason, and it is far more important, is that in the stody
and development of ecarriers, with special reference to their tactical
operation, the evolution of which in this country has just begun during
the past two years or go, it is almost essential to operate with more than
one unit, with more than two, in fact with several. A multiplication of
units is absolutely necessary in order to get the maximum benefit from
experience in maneuvers.

- » - L] L - L
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The only chance for gaining experience with aircraft ear-
rlers which will give our naval officers and professional men a really
extended and full knowledge of their possible attalnments is through
the execution of peace-time maneuvers. In those maneuvers there must
be carrlers with both the opposing forces, and they must be serving in
varlous capacities. It does not serve for the broadest, or for any
broad, study to have only one or two of the carriers, or even three
or four, with the whole fleet. If we are to learn what may be done
with the earriers in the way of carrying planes to act as scouts, as a
striking force, and simultaneously in all the different aerial operations
that have been conceived, we must have a reasonable number of air-
plane carriers, certainly more than those In hand, and we ought to
have them as soon as possible, becanse on the demonstrated usefulness
of the airplane carrier will depend to a very large extent the develop-
ment of our naval policy.

Nebody knows just how far carriers can go in work that bas to
be done with the fleet by some type of ship in any case, or how far
they can replace other types. Experience has been lacking. There
18 no way to find out except by acquiring that experlence in the actual
operation of ships at sea, and that by actually flylng airplanes fron? and
to the carriers. Within the past two and one-half years there has been
an enormous development in the airplane. That development has gone
on without interruption for many years previously as well, and is
being continued. Within the last two and one-half years, however,
the evolutlon of service types of alrcraft of postwar design has been
earried forward to the point where production orders have been placed
for the building In considerable guantities for the serviee of one or
more brand new designs of each type, such as fighting planes, bombing
planes, patrol planes, etc. These designs have been developed entirely
gince the war and they far exceed in performance what was available
either during the war or in the years immediately after, when service
experience with airplanes with the fleet was first being gained. That
is good, but the airplane alone ecan not show the way. It is necessary
to have mobile bases, and a sufficient number of them, so that the air-
planes may operate not merely from a carrier and back to that carrier
but from and te and between a group of carriers, the group being
considered as a whole with relation to the aggregate air forces that
they support or base. That 18 just like the case of land bases, two
bases being not twice but four or more times, as useful as one.

L] L » * - ® L]

We have two alrplane carriers going into service. I refer to the
Raratoga and the Lexington. They are of large size and I think it
is desirable that we should be in a position as soon as possible to try
to parallel those two large ecarriers by not one merely, or even two,
but several of those smaller carriers which now appear to us to be far
more efficlent and desirable for future construction. Several carriers
of approximately the same capacity and performance are needed to
work in cooperation, and it is Dbetter that we have several so that
we may increase the variety of technical information gained.

* * - * - . L]

We can not try out the things that are necessary unless we have
carriers of a new gize. And I say explicitly * carriers.” If there
were a special form of plural to signify several say three or more
carriers, I would employ that special form.

I am left in no doubt of the advisability, without considering any
competitive element at all, of studying the real importance of the
place of aircraft and mobile aircraft bases in fleet tactics, and of the
advisability of building carriers briskly to put ourselves in a position
to gain some real experience on a large enough scale to guide our
actlon in the future.

L] L - ® - - -

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-
tion before he takes his seat?

Mr, BINGHAM. I think my time has expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut
has two minutes remaining.

Mr. BORAH. I think the Senator from Connecticut can
answer in two minutes the question which I desire to ask.
What is to be the cost of each of the proposed carriers?

Mr. BINGHAM. The cost of each one will be $19,000,000.

Mr. BORAH. What is the cost of the cruisers provided for
by the bill?

Mr. BINGHAM. The cost of the cruisers provided for by this
bill is $17,000,000 each. The carrier provided for in the bill is
to cost $19,000,000. My amendment provides two more car-
riers each to that sum.

Mr. BORAH. Is the Senator willing to substitute a earrier
for a cruiser?

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in the opinion of naval au-
thorities who know far more about the question than I do the
necessity for the 15 cruisers is equal to the necessity for the
three airplane carriers.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, President, before the Senator takes his
seat, is he suggesting two carriers in addition to the 15 cruisers?
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Mr. BINGHAM. I have suggested that each year while we
are building five cruisers we build one airplane carrier,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator tell
us whether the proposed two additional carriers are recom-
mended by the Navy and whether they have been estimated for?

Mr. BINGHAM. I stated, but the Senator probably did not
hear me, that when the original plan for an increase in the
Navy came up in the House a year ago the Navy, stating that
it met the approval of the President and was not in confliet
with his financial policy, requested 25 cruisers and five air-
plane carriers. The House reduced the cruisers by two-fifths
and the airplane carriers by four-fifths. My amendment would
merely bring the carriers up two-fifths of the original number

_recommended by the Navy.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. HALE. Is there an amendment now before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
BoraH].

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Which amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The CaHiEr CrERx. The Senator from Idaho offers the fol-
lowing amendment:

Add a new section as follows :

“ First. That the Congress favors a restatement and recodification
of the rules of law governing the conduct of belligerents and neutrals in
war at sea on the basis of the inviolability of private property thercon.

“ Second. That such restatement and recodification should be brought
about If practically possible prior to the meeting of the conference on
the limitation of armaments in 1931."”

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Reen] desires to be present when this amendment is passed
upon, and I promised him that I would not eall it up in his
absence. I did not know that it had the position of the first
amendment, and, if I may, I ask unanimous consent that the
amendment may be passed over for the present because the
Senator from Missouri is very anxious to be here when it is
considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unani-
mous-consent proposal of the Senator from Idaho? The Chair
hears none, and the amendment will be passed over temporarily.

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as
in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. The clerk
will state the first amendment to the bill.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, have the committee amend-
ments been agreed to?

The VICE PRESIDENT.
bill have been agreed to.

Mr, BINGHAM. Mr, President, if it is in order I ask that
the amendment which I have sent to the desk may be sub-
mitted to the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment to be con-
sidered Is the amendment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg].

Mr. McKELLAR. May it be read?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause in section 1, pages 1 and 2,
and insert in lien thereof the following:

“That the President of the United States is hereby acthorized to
begin the construction of five light cruisers and one aircraft carrier
according to the following program :

“(a) One light cruiser prior to January 1, 1930, and one light cruiser
prior to January 1, 1931, and two light cruisers prior to January 1,
1932, and one light cruiser prior to January 1, 1933, to cost, including
armor and armament, not to exceed $12,000,000 each.

“(b) One alrcraft carrier prior to January 1, 1931, to cost, including
armor and armament, not to exceed $19,000,000. If the construction of
any vessel herein authorized to be undertaken is not undertaken in the
calendar year provided herein, such construction may be undertaken in
the next succeeding calendar year. At least two of the vessels, together
with thelr main engines, armor, and armament, the construction and
manufacture of which is authorized by this act, shall be manufactured
in the Government navy yards, naval gun factories, naval ordnance
plants, or arsenals of the United States: Provided, That the cost of
such manufacture, including all materials and parts thereof, shall be no
greater than If bullt in private yards or by private persons or corpora-
tions: And provided further, That contracts for any and all of said five
cruisers shall be upon a competitive basis.”

On page 2, strike out section 4 and insert the following :

“8ec. 4. (a) The President is authorized and requested to Invite all
the nations of the world to send representatives to an international con-
ference to be held in Washington, D, C., on or before January 1, 1930,
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for the purpose of bringing about a further lmitation of armaments.
The President is authorized to appoint not exceeding five citizens of the
TUnited States who, in his judgment, are gqualified to be representatives
of the United States in such a conference. The President shall fix the
compensation of such representatives and shall appoint and fix the
compensation of such secretaries and other employees as may be needed.
Pending the convening of any such conference, the President is author-
ized to take such steps as he may deem necessary and proper for such
conference, and to that end and for that purpose may cooperate with
any committee or commission acting by order of the League of Nations,
or by order of any nation or organization, in preparing data, compiling
statistice, and performing other functions in aid of the purpose of such
conference.

*“(b) The sum of $200,000, or g0 much thereof as may be neceasary,
is hereby authorized to be appropriated for expenses incurred under this
section, including salaries In the District of Columbia or elsewhere, rent
in the Distriet of Columbia, printing and binding, transportation, sub-
gistence or per diem in leu of subsistence (notwithstanding the provi-
glons of any other act), eontract stenographic reporting services, official
cards, and such expenses as may be actually and necessarily incurred by
the Government of the United States by reason of such invitation in the
observance of proper courtesies.

“{e) In the event of any internmational agreement for the further
limitation of naval armaments, to which the United Btates is a signatory,
the President is hereby authorized and empowered to suspend in whole
or in part any of the naval construction authorized under this act and
to cancel or modify any contract entered into for and on behalf of the
United States under this act. If any such contract is canceled or
modifled, settlement of claims arising therefrom sghall be made by the
President upon a fair and equitable basis, as he may determine, out of
any funds hereafier to be appropriated for that purpose; except that if
the terme of such settlements are unsatisfactory to any claimant such
claimant shall be paid 756 per cent of the amount awarded by the Presi-
dent and shall be entitled to sue the United States to recover such
further sums as added to such 75 per cent shall make up such amount
as will be just compensation for such claims in the manner provided by
paragraph 20 of section 24 and section 145 of the Judicial Code, as
amended.”

Mr. KING. Mr. President, while I sent the amendment to the
desk to-day and desired that it should be deemed pending, I did
not intend and have not asked that it should be taken up for
consid:aration at this time. I ask that it be passed over tem-

rarily.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, that will be
done,

Mr., HARRISON. Mr. President, I offer the amendment
which I sent to the desk to have printed this morning.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Mississippi will be stated,

The CHIEF CrLERE. The Senator from Mississippl offers the
following amendment :

Strike out all after the enacting clause through the comma in line B,
page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“ That the President of the United States Is hereby authorized to un-
dertake, prior to January 1, 1932, the construction of 15 light cruigers, to
eost, including armor and armament, not to exceed $17,000,000 each,
and one aircraft carrier, to cost, including armor and armament, not to

sexceed $19,000,000: Provided.”

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, this amendment does not
affect the number of cruisers to be constructed. It merely car-
ries out the general custom that has been followed by past Con-
gresses in making authorizations for the construction of battle-
ships and eruisers and naval armaments,

It will be recalled that in 1916, when the country—as was
seen by everyone, including the President at that time—was
nearing war, and the President made his appeal to the Congress
and through his speeches to the country in the interest of pre-
paredness, a bill was introduced and passed the Congress pro-
viding that the President could begin the comstruction of cer-
tain vessels at any time within three years. While the Demo-
crats had control of Congress at that time, the bill was given
unanimous support by Republicans. The wording of the statute
passed in 1916 was that he should have until 1919 to begin con-
struction.

Again in 1924, under the leadership of the Senator from
Maine [Mr. Harr], when we authorized the construction of
eight cruisers, the President was given three years in which to
begin their construction, So in every instance where there was
a limitation—and only in those two instances have there been
limitations—we have given the President at least three years
in which to begin the construction.

You will note that this bill was passed in the House in March
of last year. It carried with it a provision that the construe-
tion of five of these cruisers should be begun by June 30 of this
year, Nothing was done with the bill in the Senate at that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

2759

time. The great importance attached to it now was not em-
phasized at that time. It has not been until recently. We did
not know until this debate started that we were just beginning
to get into another great World War. We at least thought
when the peace pact was ratified recently that we were sin-
cere, that we were in earnest in promoting the cause of peace.
We thought that we were setting some kind of an example for
the nations of the world to subscribe themselves to this renun-
ciation of war and pledge themselves to the peaceful solution
of controversies.

At that time I expressed myself as hoping that the cruiser
bill would not be brought up for consideration during this ses-
sion of Congress; that I thought it in better taste to be con-
sidered at the extra session of Congress that is to be held;
that I did not believe that it was good psychology to ratify the
peace pact and at the same time pass the ermiser bill. To me
it is inconsistent; it smacks of insincerity. The Senate, how-
ever, disagrees with me and with others about that, and so
we have it before us. You may have the votes here to pass
it; but it does seem to me that we shall not be working any
injury to anybody nor to the country, nor shall we be delaying
the preparation if we are to have another war by giving to
the incoming President until January 1, 1932, to begin the con-
struction of these ships,

In the meantime, if we can have a disarmament conference, if
it ean be successful, if the efforts of our representatives are
availing—and we hope they will be availing, conceding that
the other conference was a failure in part, let us hope that they
can succeed in this one—if they can, then we can save that
much for the taxpayers of the country and do no injury to this
Government of ours. So I submit that as a weapon of diplo-
macy we should eliminate the time limifations that we have
in this bill and give to the President until the 1st day of Jan-
uary, 1932—which will be after the close of the next disarma-
ment conference—to begin the construction of these vessels.

If the President wants to begin the construction of 1, 2, or
8 of the cruisers now, then in the public interests he can do it.
It will be left to him. As a Democrat I am perfectly willing
to lodge with the President and the State Depaftment the
authority and the power to begin their construction. I take
it that they will have the interest of the country at heart suffi-
ciently that if we should be in any great danger from other
nations they would begin the construction of these cruisers;
80 I can not see that we can work any injury to the country
by adopting this amendment, and we might do some good. At
least it is worth the effort.

I therefore submit, Mr. President, that the amendment ought
to be adopted.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator
what is the effect of this amendment? Does it simply take out
the time limit?

Mr. HARRISON. The amendment takes out the time limit
that the construction of § of these cruisers shall be started
before June 30, 1929, 5 before June 30, 1930, and 5 before
June 30, 1931, and delegates to the President, as we have done
in these other bills, as I have stated, the power to begin the
construction of the 15 cruisers and the airplane carrier by
January 1, 1932,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, this cruiser bill, so called, -
providing for the construction of 15 cruisers, could have and
should have been enacted into law three weeks ago. The friends
of the measure, however, have carried on a filibuster to include
in it a time limit within which the cruisers should be laid
down, They have insisted that 5 should be laid down within
4 months, 5 in 1930, and 5 in 1931, while the President and the
President elect thought that the limitation should be stricken
from the bill. It was not included in the original draft, nor
asked for by the administration. -

No intelligent reason has been offered here for its inclusion:
none why there should be this lack of confidence upon the part
of a Republican House and a Republican Senate in the present
administration and the incoming administration.

I have listened to the perfervid orations in which the im-
minent peril of immediate war with the British Empire was
disclosed unless the desire of the administration in this matter
be thwarted. These speeches would have been more convineing
had they not been made almost without exception by those Sena-
tors who signed the round robin to kill the treaty of Versailles
and thus destroy the hope of the world for an effective bar
against war., In fact, some of these speeches, if not all of them,
were the same speeches, slightly changed, that they made when
that treaty was pending for ratification in the Senate.

A casual visitor in the gallery would have thought that
time had turned backward, and Woodrow Wilson was Presi-
dent, and the treaty of Versailles pending. They were the same
speakers, the same arguments, and apparently the same purpose
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actuated them now as on that occasion. What has so com-
pletely destroyed their faith in the present and incoming ad-
ministration would be enlightening if they would but make it
clear.

Our authorization for the construction of these vessels, 1
think, is justified. No threat against any nation could be
inferred from that action. However, I can conceive that the
frantic effort, contrary to all previous legislation, to include a
time limit might well canse a feeling of apprehension upon the
part of other nations, particularly Great Britain, since she has
80 constantly been held up during this debate as our natural
enemy. But possibly that great Empire realizes that certain men
in the public life of America habitually seek publicity by twist-
ing the lion’s tail; and since no evil effects have flown there-
from for more than a hundred years, it can regard that as no
serious threat. Certainly it should be considered no more seri-
ously than the solemn assurance of the chairman of the com-
mittee, the Senator from Maine, when he declared that every-
one who dared to hope for peace and expressed that hope would
be disapproved by him. Just what punishment he intends to
inflict upon them for repeating the Lord's Prayer he has not yet
set out. s

I am not disposed to be eritical of all those—included among
whom is a general here so covered and bedecked with medals
that he rattles like a tin peddler as he walks, the most of which
medals were acquired here, and awarded to him for his skill
in balancing himself in a swivel chair in Washington while
others 1aid down their lives on the battle fields of France—who
told a group of women the other day that the only way to
manifest your love for your country is to declare your willing-
ness that your neighbor's son may die for it. All this ountery
for war comes from those who sniffed the battle from afar, but
that is no new development of human nature. In every war
those who most loudly ery out for it are those who do not ex-

o participate in it.
l:mAtllt regﬁembepf what shriek went up in 1918 from dollar-a-year
men and others like them, safe on this side of the sea, because
an armistice was signed with Germany before Berlin had been
sacked. Among the most violent in their opposition to what
they called a premature peace were those here and out of this
Chamber who now rattle their imaginary swords and call for
preparedness. They were heard for their much speaking in
1917 and 1918. They labored long and successfully to destroy
the hope for peace in the breast of those who had offered to
die to secure it. So, however irritating it may be, it is neither
informative nor new to hear again this clamor for blood.
They have performed their full duty when they have cried out
for war, and if war came have abstained from participating
erein.

thl repeat, no one has given any reason why the time clause
should be included in this bill. It can hardly be contended, I
presume, that the chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee,
Senator Boram, the President, Mr. Coolidge, and the President
elect, Mr. Hoover, have not as much information touching our
foreign relations as have the Members of the Senate and House
who now tell us that the President can not be trusted to per-
form a duty that every President heretofore enjoyed; that is, to
exercise some discretion in fixing the time when a building pro-
gram for the Navy should be laid down. However, it seems to
me that the whole performance is a sham battle, an academic
discussion, and I should not be concerned with it at all were it
not that there are other problems pressing for solution which
will require large expenditures to bring them to a successful
iss%ﬁe condition of the farmers in America is too well known
to require description. Ruin and bankruptey have engulfed
most of them.' More than a million farm families are being
driven from their homes each year as a result of economic con-
ditions. The savings of a lifetime have been swept away,
children denied adequate clothes, and an opportunity to acquire
an education. Wives and mothers have been brought to want.
To alleviate this condition large expenditures will be required
upon the part of the Government.

Twenty millions of farmers for eight years have looked to
Congress for help, and have looked in vain. Shall they be again
denied justice because the shipyards can not wait for the larger
profits that are to accrue to them from the immediate building
of these cruisers? Shall they be denied relief from pressing
want, while the money that could have brought them help is
tied up in the building, the immediate building, of these battle
cruisers?

Again, there is a valley that stretches a thousand miles, from
Cairo to the Gulf, of an average breadth of 150 miles, through-
out the whole length and breadth of which a mighty flood
swept in 1927. It brought in its wake the destruction of a
billion dollars’ worth of property and the loss of hundreds of
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lives. It rendered insecure the homes of all the people who
lived within that area. The fear of a repetition of that disaster
hangs like a pall over the people who dwell in that valley.

They thought they had been promised protection from a recur-
rence of this flood. To fulfill that promise will require the
expenditure of many millions of dollars from the Federal
Treasury. And let all of us be advised, because everyone
realizes that if we shall not strike the time limit from this bill,
the farmers of America must wait and wait long for relief, and
the dwellers in the Mississippi Valley will be required to wait
and wait weary years for the fulfillment of that promise to
guard them against recurring floods.

We are required to-day, therefore, to choose which interest we
will save, and having chosen, we and they will have to abide
that choice,

For myself, I believe in adequate protection. I believe that
our shores should be made secure and our commerce upon the
seas permitted to seek its markets unafraid. I know that
condition now exists, and I know we will protect our homes
and our commerce whether the time limit be included or
stricken from this bill. Therefore, I know that the accomplish-
ment of this is not the moving spirit that compels some so
doggedly to contend that the time limit should be included in
%3;:1 bill. They have refrained from disclosing that motive.

y?

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I hope that the amendment
offered to the pending bill by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Hagrrison] will not prevail. If there is any inconsistency
between our signing the Kellogg peace pact and then proceeding
to pass that bill, it is an inconsistency that will be shared with
us by every civilized power on the globe.

Great Britain, in the very act of making a great addition
to her cruisers, to which I have no particular objection, will
sign the Kellogg peace pact. So will France, while maintaining
her great army. So will Italy, while increasing her navy and
maintaining her great army. And so with every other civilized
power, while providently keeping up her national defenses.
The Kellogg peace pact will not have the immediate effect of
reducing a solitary army in the world to the extent of a single
soldier, or a solitary navy in the world to the extent of a single
ship. So I say that if any good reason is to be assigned why
the pending bill should not be passed with its time limit, it
must be some other reason than that which has been given by
the Senator from Mississippi.

I think that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway]
does not a little injustice to the Senate when he speaks of the
discussion of the pending bill as having been conspicuously
marked by hostility to Great Britain. On the whole, I believe
that the debate has been conducted with an extraordinary
measure of generous feeling toward her. I, for one, took early
occasion to say that my attitude toward the pending bill would
not be in the slightest degree governed by unfriendliness toward
Great Britain, because, next to my own country, there was no
country in the world for which I entertained such a profound
feeling of attachment as I did for Great Britain. What I said
on that subject was simply in keeping with almost everything,
with a few exceptions, that has been said in the course of the
debate with respect to Great Britain.

I also disclaim, and I think that I can not only make the
disclaimer for myself but for many of my associates in this
Chamber, any desire to match ship with ship or gun with gun
with Great Britain.

Under existing conditions I think that she iz doing the wise
thing in building up her fleet as she is doing. Her commerce
vexes every sea, her power extends over the whole world,
and, as I said the other day, wherever her flag goes, law
and order, human liberty, and human civilization in all its
higher forms go. It is my personal belief that if her Govern-
ment ever wished to buill up a fleet in excess of her real
needs for protection the British taxpayer would not allow it
to do so any more than the American taxpayer would allow
our Government to build up a fleet in excess of our real needs.

Just as an individual householder who does not insure his
house against fire should be set down as a stark fool, so should
any nation which does not make adequate military and naval
provision for its security.

It so happens that the commerce of Great Britain is of very
much the same volume as ours. I am speaking of foreign com-
merce; we have, of course, in addition to our enormous foreign
commerce a great coastal commerce. In supporting the pro-
posed increase of cruisers I am not doing so because I am dis-
posed to enter upon a race of naval competition with Great
Britain, but because I know of no better standard of prudence
for us to adopt than that adopted by such an experienced, wise,
and peace-loving country as Great Britain for her safety. In my
opinion, when we advocate the passage of the pending bill and
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vote for it, no one has a right to say that we do so because we
are actuated by fear of war with Great Britain.

It is perfectly evident, so far as the Senator from Arkansas
is concerned, that he is influenced much more by regional con-
siderations, in his relations toward this bill, than by any con-
giderations coextensive with our entire national territory. What
he is really afraid of is that so much money may be required
for the construction of the cruisers provided for in the pending
bill that there may not be enough left for the plan of relief
for the sufferers in the Mississippi Valley that was inaugurated
last spring, and in which he is, naturally, much interested. I
am not finding fault with him because he responds to those
local considerations, but I do think that they ought to make
him just a little more considerate than he was in making proper
allowance for the motives by which his associates in this Cham-
ber, who feel as I do about the pending bill, are swayed.

I shall vote for the pending bill, if for no other reason, be-
cause I think that the time has come in the history of this
country when its military spirit is in danger of being enervated
to a deadly extent by the pacifist spirit that the bill has elicited.
We all recall the period immediately prior to our entrance into
the World War when, before we could get down to our stern
task, we had to brush aside a * lunatie fringe,” to use Theodore
Roosevelt's phrase, of conscientious objectors and other pacifists
of one sort or another. It was not until we had cleared our
decks of traitors and demitraitors, conscientious objectors, slack-
ers, and pacifists of every description, that we found ourselves
in a position to bring to our allies the degree of aid that they
had a right to expect from us. And yet, now, 10 years after the
World War, the most fearful catastrophe which humanity has
ever known, we are faced by the same host of visionaries and
whatnot. Day after day they have haunted the corridors of
this Capitol, doing all that they could to paralyze the arm of
national defense.

I have classified the opponents of the pending bill who have
descended upon me and protested against its passage. Some of
them were Quakers, and for that worthy body of men I -have but
little criticism, because for generations the Quaker has been
opposed to war in every form, though at times his whims about
war have had to yield to some extent to the remorseless laws
that govern human existence.

Other remonstrants were clerical literalists. One member of a
large delegation that came here from Maryland the other day,
a clergyman, said that I should vote against the pending bill
becaunse the Scriptures say that—

They that take the sword shall perish with the sword.

I knew something about the probable convictions of that man
in other directions, so I said, "I see youn are a clerical literalist,
and that you think that I should be bound by a striet interpreta-
tion of that scriptural statement. Do you feel bound by the
indulgent view of wine, which caused our Lord miraculously to
convert six waterpots of water into wine?” Of course, that
floored my clerical friend. An amiable lady came to his aid and
said that the conversion was not into wine but some other kind
of liguid.

Other remonstrants who have approached me belonged to the
radical or semirevolutionary elements in our population, who are
opposed to any increase in our military or naval armaments
because they are looking forward to the time when they may
have an opportunity to carry their subversive social theories or
aims of one sort or another into execution by foree.

One of the most active persons of this sort who has ap-
proached me was an individual who was especlally conspicuous
in insisting on the innocence of Sacco and Vanzetti, the social-
istic malefactors, after they had been adjudged guilty by a
judge, a jury, and a committee composed of some of the most
eminent citizens of our land.

I say it is high time now that we should make short ghift
of all these enemies of the pending bill. If we heed their coun-
sels, then indeed, in the language of Shakespeare, there is
danger that the steel in our hands will become as soft as the
parasite’s silk, and that when the dread hour of appalling peril
for our country arrives there will not be enough robust man-
liness within its limits to meet it as it should be met.

Everyone in this body, I think, knows what my ideas about
world peace are. Along with adequate naval and military
armaments for the protection of our country should go, in my
judgment, the assumption by it of a larger share of world
responsibility for world peace than it has yet had the courage
to assume. Blame England for increasing the number of her
cruisers? No. Did not Lloyd George say, during Wilson's
time, that England would never accept the freedom of the seas
unless and until the League of Nations had been established and
had become a reality? I echo his sentiments in my relations to
my own country. Not until we assume our full share of world
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responsibility for world peace, not until our country is a part of
the League of Nations, not until our country is a part of the
World Court, not until general disarmament on sea and land
under the auspices of the League of Nations has become a
reality, shall I ever consent that our naval or our military
armaments shall fall below the level that is requisite for onr
safety as a people.

In conclusion, I wish likewise to say that I for one reject as
cant a large part of what has been said in the course of this
debate about war. War is not always an abominable and tragie
thing. Wars of aggression, wars of ambition, wars of terri-
torial lust are, and the first duty of the civilized world at the
present time is to keep such wars in check. But I say, and 1
should be recreant to all that is most laudable in the history
of the United States, if I did not say, that there is such a thing
as a righteous war, such a thing as a noble war, such a thing as
a glorious war—nay, such a thing even as a holy war. When
home and hearthstone are invaded by a foreign foe, when human
liberty is at stake, and everything that man should hold nrost
precious is hanging in the balance, then it is my belief that God
lays aside for a moment His character of the God of mercy and
in His character as the God of Hosts, loocks down with approval
upon such a war. When any other belief than that is cherished
there is real peril to the character of our people and a real
menace to their ability to meet one of those great military crises
which befall every people.

I trust that the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi
and every other dilatory amendnrent of the same nature to the
pending bill will be defeated. The Senator from Mississippi,
like a good lawyer, knows that when the odds are against him,
the one thing to which he can resort as a sound strategical move
is procrastination. All he is fighting for is procrastination. He
is hoping that the life will ebb out of the proposal to construct
the eruisers provided for in the pending bill if their construction
car only be put off long enough.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope very much the Senate will
not adopt the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. I
can see in his amendment no improvement whatever on the
provisions of the bill. It is a time limitation, but not as work-
able a one as is provided in the bill which I am sure the Senate
will approve,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I had asked that the amend-
ment in which I was interested should go over until the Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. Reep] could be here. He is here now
and I would be glad if we could dispose of it. There are sev-
eral other speeches to be made on the other amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, are we not ready to vote on
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. SWANSON. I much prefer to have it disposed of first.

Mr. JOHNSON. May we not proceed with that matter, I
ask the Senator from Idaho? ®

Mr. BORAH. Of course, I have not any means of preventing
it, if the Senate is not ready to take action on my amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON. The Harrison amendment has been dis-
cussed.

Mr, HEFLIN. I think the Senate is about ready to vote on
the Harrison amendment.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I insist that the Harrison
amendment shall be disposed of, but I wish to say there is a
misconception that under the bill as reported the cruisers must
be constructed and completed within three years. The bill
simply provides that their construction must be undertaken. Tt
would be seven years before the program could be completed
under the bill as it is now before the Senate. If the amend-
ment of the Senator from Mississippi should be agreed to, it
would probably be 10 years before they could be completed,

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, let us have the yeas and
nays on the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, this is an amendment which, if
agreed to, will carry out, at least in the main, the wishes of
President Coolidge. It is, at least to a great extent, an amend-
ment which will take the limitation out of the bill. It is asked
for by our President. I am surprised, Mr. President, that there
are so many Senators who have always been so willing to obey
the master's voice, who have for the last seven years lived in
luxury on the political pie that has come from a lavish hand,
that they should now refuse longer to follow his wishes., Now,
when he is about to pass from office, when he is about to be
ghorn of his Samson locks, when he is about to surrender the
party whip before whose crack we have so often bowed in humble
submission——

Mr, REED of Missouri. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
g;h;st;dpa;glcular Delilah is engaged in shearing the locks of the

en
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Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. President, at this time, when he is
about to surrender the key fo inclosure where the plum tree
grows, where we face the last opportunity almost that we have to
follow him, it seems to me that it is hardly proper, hardly just,
that we should turn our backs upon him. I am thankful that
T am still faithful. [Laughter.] Notwithstanding the fact that
the political pie counter is swept elean, notwithstanding the fact
that the political cupboard is as empty as that one of ancient
times presided over by the famous Mother Hubbard, I am thank-
ful that I am still following my leader. [Laughter.]

But oh, you ungrateful Senators, you men who have so often
profited on account of the kindness of your leader, now, when he
is about to pass out of public life, are you going to turn your
backs upon him and refuse longer to obey?

0O you hard hearts, you cruel Senators of party,
Knew you not Calvin? Many a time and oft
Have you climb'd up to walls and battlements,
To towers and windows, yea, to chimney tops,
Your infants in your arms, and there have sat
The live-long day with patient expectation
To see great Calvin pass the public streets:
And when you saw his chariot but appear,
Have you not made an universal shout,

That the river trembled underneath her banks
To hear the replication of your sounds

Made in her concave shores?

And do you now put on your best attire?

And do you now cull out a holiday?

And do you now strew flowers in his way
That comes in triumph after Calvin’s term?
Run to your houses, fall upon your knees,
Pray to the gods to intermit the plague

That needs must lght on such ingratitude,

[Laughter.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARrISOX], on
which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

SEVERAL SExATORS. Let the amendment be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from Mississippi will be read.

The Carer CrLeErg. Strike out all after the enacting clause
through the comma in line 5, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof
the following:

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to
undertake prior to January 1, 1932, the construction of 15 light
cruisers, to eost, including armor and armament, not to exceed $17,-
000,000 each, and 1 aircraft carrier, to cost, including armor and arma-
ment, not to exceed $19,000,000: Provided.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean],
who is ill and unable to be here. If he were present, I am told,
he would vote “nay,” and if I were permitted to vote I should
vote “ yea.”

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr. HowerLr's name was called). I
desire to announce that the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
HowerL] is detained from the Senate on account of illness, and
I ask that this announcement be included in each roll call,

Mr, BRATTON (when Mr., Larrazoro’s name was called).
My colleague the junior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Lar-
razore] is absent from the Chamber on account of illmess. If
he were present, he would vote “nay” on this question.

Mr. McKELLAR (when his name was called). I have a
pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE],
who is absent on account of illness. I transfer my pair with
him to the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp] and
will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. BINGHAM (when Mr. METCALF'S name was called). The
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. MercALr] is detained
at home on account of illness. He has been unable to secure a
pair. If he were present, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). The
senior Senator from Florida [Mr, Frercuer] left the Chamber
a few minutes ago, owing to sudden illness. In view of that fact,
I have agreed to pair with him. If the Senator from Florida
were here, he would vote * nay,” and if I were permitted to vote
I should vote “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. EDGE. Has the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Epwagps] voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted.

Mr. EDGE. If the junior Senator from New Jersey were

present, he would vote “ nay.”
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Mr. RANSDELL. My colleagne the junior Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp] is absent on account of illness,
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 54, as follows:

YEAS—28
Black Curtis McMaster Sheppard
Blaine Dill McNar, Sl:igstcad
Borah Frazier Mayfield Smith
Brookhart Greene Neely Thomas, Idaho
Burton Harrison Norbeck Thomas, Okla.
Capper Jones Norris Warren
Caraway King Nye Wheeler

NAYS—54
Ashurst Gillett Moses Steck
Barkley Glenn Oddie Steiwer
Bayard Goff Overman Stephens
Bingham Gould Phipps Swanson
Bratton Hale Pittman Trammell
Bruce Harris Ransdell Tydings
Copeland Hastings Reed, Pa, Tyson
Conzens Hawes Reed, Mo, Vandenberg
Dale Hayden Robinson, Ark, Wagner
Deneen Heflin Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mass.
Rdge Johnson Sackett Waterman
Fess Kendrick Behall Watson
George Keyes Shortridge
Gerry McKellar Simmons

NOT VOTING—123

Blease Glass McLean Walsh, Mont.
Broussard Howell Metealf
Edwards La Follette Pine
Fletcher Larrazolo Smoot

So Mr. Harrrsox's amendment was rejected.

Mr. HARRISON. I offer the amrendment which I send to the
desk.

Mr. BORAH. Is the amendment the Senator now proposes
on the same subject?

Mr. HARRISON. It is on the same subject.

Mr. HALE. Was the amendment offered before 4 o'clock?

Mr. HARRISON. The amendment was offered before 4
o'clock this afternoon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment was offered before
4 o'clock, and will now be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 1, line 4, it is proposed to strike
out “July 1, 1931” and to insert in lieu thereof “ January 1,
1932 " ; on the samre page, line 8, to strike out * June 30, 1931 "
and to insert “ January 1, 1930 "; in the same line, to strike out
the figures “ 1930 " and to insert *“1931,” and also to strike out
%1931 " and to insert “1932."

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the object of that amend-
ment is this: Under the pending bill, as Senators know, 5
ceruisers are to be laid down before June 30, of this year, 5 by
June 30, 1930, and 5 by June 30, 1931. I propose to change
those dates in view of the fact that when the bill passed the
other House in March last year evidently its proponents at that
time thought that construction might be begun within something
over a year, because they provided that the first five cruisers
might be built during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929. I
have changed the dates so that 5 of them shall be started by
January 1, 1930, 5 by January 1, 1931, and 5 by January 1, 1832,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missis-
sippi permit me to ask him a question?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CARAWAY. I desire to ask the Senator fronr Mississippi
if, by his amendment, he is not seeking now to include a time
limit, and if it is not inconsistent with his other amendment,
and, therefore, open to the same objection which was urged to
the original time limit included in the bill?

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there is much in the sug-
gestion of the Senator from Arkansas, but if this amendment
should be adopted, as the disarmament conference will meet
in 1931, at least five of these cruisers will not have been started
by that time under the amendment, Under the bill as it now
stands before the conference is held all of them will have been
already started.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr,
REeep] being now present, I desire to call up the amendment
which was reached a few moments ago and which has heretofore
been offered by me.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CLErk. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add
a new section, as follows:

First. That the Congress favors a restatement and recodification of
the rules of law governing the conduct of belligerents and neuntrals
in war at sea on the basils of the inviolability of private property
thereon.

Second. That such restatement and recodification should be brought
about if practically possible prior to the meeting of the conference on
the limitation of armaments in 1931 :
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Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I offer an amendment
in the nature of a substitute for the amendment which has just
been read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The Cuarer Crerx. In lieu of the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Idaho, it is proposed to insert the following:

First. That the Congress favors a treaty, or treaties, with all the
principal maritime mations regulating the conduct of belligerents and
neutrals in war at sea, including the inviolability of private property
thereon and embracing as nearly as practicable the principles set
forth in article 12 of the treaty of 1785 negotiated between the
United States and Prussia, in which negotiations Benjamin Franklin,
Thomas Jefferson, and John Adams represented the United States.

Second. That such treaties be negotiated if practically possible prior
to the meeting of the conference on the limitation of armaments in
1931.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED of Missouri., Mr. President, are we proceeding
under the 10-minute rule?

The VICE PRESIDENT. We are.

Mr. NORRI1S. May I interrupt the Senator from Missouri?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. REED of Missonri. I do.

Mr. NORRIS. I think we are unfamiliar with the substi-
tute just read; and it has not been printed, as I understand.
Has it been printed?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Not in the present form.

Mr. NORRIS. This is a wvery important substitute. We
can not finish the consideration of the bill to-night anyway;
and I wonder if the Senator from Kansas will agree to take
a recess until to-morrow?

Mr. CURTIS. There is a time limit on debate, and I think
we ought to take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like very much to com-
plete the bill to-night. The Senate is here now almost to a
man, and I should like very much to get the bill through.

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until
12 o'clock to-morrow.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before putting the guestion on the
motion, the Chair, under the order heretofore entered, refers
to the appropriate commitfees sundry messages received to-day
from the President of the United States. The question is on
the motion of the Senator from Kansas,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 30 min-
utes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday,
February 5, 1929, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Eaecutive nominations received by the Semate, February
4, 1929

ForelGN SERVICE
To be Foreign Service officer of class 6
H. Dorsey Newson, of New York, to be a Foreign Service
officer of class 6 of the United States of America,
To be consuls

Paul H. Alling, of Pennsylvania‘.

George Alexander Armstrong, of New York,

Lawrence 8. Armstrong, of New York.

Howard A. Bowman, of New York.

John H. Bruins, of New York.

Joseph F. Burt, of Illinois.

Alfred D. Cameron, of Washington.

Flavius J. Chapman, 3d, of Virginia.

William W. Corcoran, of Massachusetts,

C. Paul Fletcher, of Tennessee.

Joseph T. Gilman, of Massachusetts.

George J. Haering, of New York.

Benjamin M. Hulley, of Florida.

Paul W. Meyer, of Colorado.

Austin R. Preston, jr., of New York.

Edwin Schoenrich, of Maryland.

Winfield H. Scott, of the District of Columbia.

George E. Seltzer, of New York.

PROMOTIONS IN THE FOREIGN BERVICE
From Foreign Service officer of class 2 to Foreign Service officer

of class 1

Charles B. Curtis, of New York.

Robert Frazer, jr., of Pennsylvania.

Clarence E. Gauss, of Connecticut,
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From Foreign Service officer of class 3 to Foreign Service officer
of class 2
Charles M. Hathaway, jr., of Pennsylvania,
Arthur Bliss Lane, of New York.
Samuel T. Lee, of Michigan,
J. Theodore Marriner, of Maine,

From Foreign Service officer of class } to Foreign Service officer
of clags 3

Charles L. Hoover, of Missouri.

Williamson S. Howell, jr., of Texas.

Irving N. Linnell, of Massachusetts.

Frank P. Lockhart, of Texas.

Jay Pierrepont Moffat, of New York.

Robert M. Scotten, of Michigan.

Edwin C. Wilson, of Florida.

Thomas M. Wilson, of Tennessee.

From Foreign Service officer of class 5 to Foreign Service officer

of class 4

Copley Amory, jr., of New Hampshire.

Harry Campbell, of Kansas.

Harold D. Clum, of New York,

Thomas L. Daniels, of Minnesota,

Erle R. Dickover, of California.

John W. Dye, of Minnesgota.

Carol H. Foster, of Maryland,

Paul R. Josselyn, of Iowa.

David B. Macgowan, of Tennessee.

Orme Wilson, jr., of New York,

From Foreign Service officer of class 6 to Foreign Service officer

of class 5

Charles E. Allen, of Kentucky.

George L. Brandt, of the District of Columbia,

Reed Paige Clark, of New Hampshire,

Cecil M. P. Cross, of Rhode Island.

John Dewey Hickerson, of Texas.

Harry M. Lakin, of Pennsylvania,

Robert D. Murphy, of Wisconsin,

Jefferson Patterson, of Ohio,

Charles J. Pisar, of Wisconsin,

Harold B. Quarton, of Iowa.

John Randolph, of New York.

H. Earle Russell, of Michigan.

Dana C. Sycks, of Ohio.

From Foreign Service oﬂ!cerroflclasz 7 to Foreign Service officer

of class

Willard L. Beaulac, of Rhode Island.

Howard Bucknell, jr., of Georgia.

Raleigh A. Gibson, of Illinois.

Louis H. Gourley, of Illinois.

Robertson Honey, of New York.

William J, McCafferty, of California.

John J. Meily, of Pennsylvania.

Horace Remillard, of Massachusetts,

Winthrop R. Scott, of Ohio.

Harold Shantz, of New York.

Maurice L. Stafford, of California,

Harold 8. Tewell, of North Dakota.

Howard K. Travers, of New York.

Herbert O. Williams, of California.

From Foreign Service officer of class 8 to Foreign Service officer

of class 7

Gilson G. Blake, jr., of Maryland.

Edward Caffery, of Louisiana,

J. Rives Childs, of Virginia.

Charles L. De Vault, of Indiana.

Curtis T, Everett, of Tennessee,

Robert F. Fernald, of Maine,

Richard Ford, of Oklahoma.

Herndon W. Goforth, of North Carolina.

Loy W. Henderson, of Colorado,

Erik W. Magnuson, of Illinois.

Edwin A. Plitt, of Maryland. £

Sydney B. Redecker, of New York.

Laurence E. Salisbury, of Illinois.

Edwin F. Stanton, of California.

Christian T. Steger, of Virginia.

Leslie B. Woods, of Massachusetts,

From Foreign Service officer, unclassified, at $3,000, to Foreign
Service officer of class 8

Paul H. Alling, of Pennsylvania.

George Alexander Armstrong, of New York,

Lawrence 8. Armstrong, of New York.

Howard A. Bowman, of New York.
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John H. Bruins, of New York.

Joseph F. Burt, of Illinois.

Alfred D. Cameron, of Washington.

Flavius J. Chapman, 3d, of Virginia.

William W. Corcoran, of Massachusetts.

C. Paul Fletcher, of Tennessee,

Joseph T. Gilman, of Massachusetts,

George J, Haering, of New York.

Benjamin M. Hulley, of Florida.

Paul W. Meyer, of Colorado.

Austin R. Preston, jr., of New York.

Edwin Schoeenrich, of Maryland.

Winfield H. Scott, of the District of Columbia.

George E. Selizer, of New York.

Uxitep StaTEs DIsTRICT JUDGE

Guy L. Fake, of New Jersey, to be United States district
judge, district of New Jersey, vice James W. MecCarthy, re-
signed,

UniTED STATES ATTORNEYS

Samuel W. McNabb, of California, to be United States attor-
ney, southern distriet of California. (A reappointment, his term
expiring February 2, 1929.)

John Buckley, of Connecticut, to be United States attorney,
distriet of Connecticut. (A reappointment, his term having
expired.)

APPOINTMENT IN THE OFFICERS' RESERVE CORPS OF THE ARMY
GENERAL OFFICER
To be brigadier general, reserve

Brig. Gen. Ludwig Shaner Conelly, Ohio National Guard,

from January 31, 1929,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxpay, February 4, 1929

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Great and marvelous are Thy works, Lord God Almighty, just
and holy are Thy ways. Behind all are intelligence and
will which sway an unseen scepter; help us to believe that
the power is personal. Let the chant of creation become the
song of redemption. In the gladness of this faith, O God, keep
us and direct us. In all the works of Thy hands may we behold
Thee and see the blessed smile of our Father in Heaven. We
thank Thee for that love that always finds its way. Many
waters can not quench it, floods ean not drown it, and time
can never change it. Thou who hast laid upon the altar of
the world’s need the best wisdom and the divinest love, min-
ister unto our sorrowing Member as he bears the weight of a
loss which all the world can not replace. Sustain him with
the light that never fails and with the strength that never
breaks. All through the Christ our Savior. Amen. :

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a
bill and concurrent resolution of the House of the following
titles:

H. R. 10774. An act for the relief of the Carlisle Commission
Co.; and

H. Con. Res. 48. Concurrent resolution to provide for the print-
ing of 2,500 copies of the consolidated hearings on * Tariff read-
justment, 1929."”

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House
is requested :

8.5350. An act to amend the air commerce act of 1926 with
reference to the examination and rating of schools giving in-
struction in flying; and

8.5578. An act recognizing the heroic conduect, devotion to
duty, and skill on the part of the officers and crew of the U. 8. 8.
America, and for other services.

The message also announced that the Senate disagrees to the
amendments of the House to the bill (8. 2366) entitled “An
act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code of Laws
for the Distriet of Columbia relating to degree-conferring in-
stitutions,” requests a conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr,
Braing, Mr. HasTiNgs, and Mr. CoPELAND to be the conferees
on the part of the Senate.
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The message also announced that the Viee President had
appointed Mr. Regp of Pennsylvania and Mr. FLETCHER mem-
bers of the joint select committee provided for in the act of
February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1895,
entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the disposition
of useless papers in the executive departments,” for the dis-
position of useless papers in the War Department.

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its
amendments to the bill (H. R. 16301) entitled “An act making
appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry independent
executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and for other purposes,” dis-
agreed to by the House; agrees to the conference asked by the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. WagrreN, Mr. Samoor, Mr. Joxes, Mr. OVERMAN,
and Mr, Grass to be the conferees on the part of the Senate.

HAWESVILLE & CANNELTON BRIDGE CO,

Mr., GARDNER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on January 24,
1929, I introduced H. R. 16565, a bill authorizing the Hawesville
& Cannelton Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Cannelton, Ind., in the district I represent.

On January 28, 1929, I answered certain questions in regard
to the proposed bridge as asked me by the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce. For the information of the
House I desire to extend my remarks in the Recorp by insert-
ing my letter to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce in regard to this matter.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

CoxcrESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HouUse oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D, C., January 28, 1929,
COMMITTER ON INTERSTATE AND ForriaN COMMERCE,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O,
Hon, JAMES B. PARKER, Chairman.
In re: H. R. 16565,

GENTLEMEN : 1 have your letter of January 25 in regard to H. R.
16565, a bill authorizing the Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge Co., ita
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across the Ohio River at or near Cannelton, Ind.

In answer to your questions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5:

1. Q. Is there a ferry now in operation at or near the proposed
location of the bridge upon which tolls are charged for crossing the
river?—A. There is now a ferry being operated between Cannelton
and Hawesville on which tolls are charged for crossing the river,
This ferry is doing an ever-increasing business.

2, Q. Are the people in the vicinity of the proposed bridge desirous
of having a toll bridge constructed at that place?—A. Yes; they are
strongly urging the construction of such a bridge.

8. Q. Is there manifest any considerable public sentiment in favor
of the construction of such a bridge?—A. I have in my possession reso-
lutions adopted in favor of the construction of sald bridge setting forth
the benefit to be derived, and the advantages of the erection of a bridge
at this location, and the favorable topographical conditions, narrowness
of the river, ideal conditions for approaches, and the shallow depth
necessary to reach solld-rock foundation, and stating that a bridge
can be built between Hawesville, Ky, and Cannelton, Ind., at a lower
cost than at any other point on the Ohio River having the same
traffic possibilities. These resolutions are signed by public officials
and leading citizens of Perry County, Ind., in which Cannelton is
located, and by public officials and leading citizens of Hancock County,
Ky., in which Hawesville 1s located. And I know of no objection to
the erection of said bridge.

4. Q. Is the State or county or municipality in which the bridge is
to be located in a financial condition to finance and construct a free
bridge at that location?—A. No; I do not believe the States, nor the
connties, nor the municipalities in which the bridge is to be located are
in a financial condition to finance the construction of a bridge now or in
the pear future,

5. Q. In your judgment, iIs there a probability that the State or
county or muniecipality will, in the near future, construct a free bridge
at that location?—A. I do not think that there is a possibility of a
bridge being built at this location at this time, nor at any time in the
near future, by the Btates or counties or municipalities in which the
bridge is proposed to be located, mor at any point near this location.
The only opportunity for these people to secure the benefit of a bridge
is by constructing one in the manner that the Hawesville & Cannelton
Bridge Co. have undertaken, and as provided for in this billL
I have gone into this matter thoroughly, and I am satisfied that there
is no opportunity for the people who are interested in this proposed
bridge to get a bridge constructed in any way other than the way pro-
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posed by the Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge Co. and as is provided for
in this bill. This bridge if erected would be a wonderful help to the
people of the distriet T represent in Indiana and to the people of the
district in Kentucky in which Hawesville is Joeated, represented by Hon.
Davip H. KiNcHELOE, and would be beneficial to the highway system.

Cannelton is the county seat of Perry County, Ind., and the southern
termini of State Roads No. 37 and No. 84 in Indiana and is only 28
miles from State Road No. 62, Hawesville is the county seat of
Hancock County, Ky., and is on Federal highway No. 60, and this
bridge would form a connecting link between the State and Federal
highways of Kentucky and the State and Federal highways of Indiana.

About 90 per cent of the mail, express, and passenger service to and
from Cannelton, Tell City, and Troy, Ind., is by way of Hawesville,
Ky., and the Louisville, Henderson & 8t. Louis Railway.

The ferry service I8 mow very inadequate for this service, and espe-
cially is this true in the winter when there is ice in the river and during
times of high water.

There is now no bridge spanning the Ohio River up the river between
this point and Louisville, Ky., and no bridge spanning the Ohio River
down the river between this point and Evansville, Ind.

The erection of a bridge at this location would be very helpful, not
only to a deserving people in the locality in which the proposed bridge
is to be erected but to the general traveling public, and it is very
desirous that permission be given at this session of Congress for the
construction of this bridge. I therefore earnestly request that this com-
mittee give early and favorable actlon on this bill.

Respectfully submitted.

FrANK GARDNER, Member of Congress.

[H. R. 16565, T0th Cong., 2d sess.]
- In THE HoUuse oF REPRESENTATIVES,
January 2§, 1929.

Mr. GarpNER of Indiana introduced the following bill; which was
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and
ordered to be printed:

A bill (H. R. 165665) authorizing the Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge

Co., its successors and assigns, to construet, maintain, and operate

a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Cannelton, Ind.

Be it enacted, etc., that in order to facilitate interstate commerce,
improve the postal service, and provide for military and other purposes,
Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, be and
are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Ohio River, at a point suitable to the
interests of navigation, at or near Cannelton, Perry County, Ind., in
gecordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,
1806, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this act.

Bec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon Hawesville & Cannelton
Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, all such rights and power to
enter upon lands and to acquire, « occupy, p and use real
estate and other property needed for the location, construction, operation,
and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are possessed by
railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations
for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate or other
property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be
ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the pro-
ceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro-
priation of property for public purposes in such State.

Sec. 8. The gald Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge Co., its successors
and assigns, are hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for transit
over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates
until changed by the Secretary of War under the authority contained
in the act of March 23, 1906.

Bec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Becretary of War, either the Btate of Indiana, the State of Kentucky,
any public agency or political subdivision of elther of such States,
within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is located, or any
two or more of them Jointly, may at any tlme acquire and take over
all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and
any interest in real property mecessary therefor, by purchase or by
condemnation or expropriation, in accordance with the laws of either
of such States governing the acquisition of private property for publie
purposés by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time after the
expiration of 10 years after the completion of such bridge the same is
acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damages or
compensation to be allowed shall pot inelude good will, going value,
or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of
{1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches, less
a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in walue; (2) the actual
cost of acquiring such interests in real property; (3) actual financing
and promotion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost
of constructing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring such
interests in real property; and (4) actual expenditures for necessary
improvements.
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Bec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the Btates
or public agencies or political subdivisions thereof, or by either of
them as provided in section 4 of this aet, and if tolls are thereafter
charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be so adjusted as
to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the reasonable cost of main-
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches under
economical management and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to
amortize the amount paid therefor, including reasonable interest and
financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable charges, but within
a period of not to exceed 20 years from the date of acquiring the same.
After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shall have been
so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated
free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to
provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper
maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its approaches
under economical management. An accurate record of the amount
pald for acquiring the bridge and its approaches, the actual expendi-
tures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same, and of the
daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be available for the
information of all persons interested.

Sgc. 6. Hawesville & Cannelton Bridge Co., its successors and assigns,
shall, within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, file with the
Secretary of War and with the Highway Departments of the States of
Indiana and Kentucky a sworn itemized statement showing the aectual
original cost of construeting the bridge and itd approaches, the actual
cost of aequiring any interest in real property necessary therefor, and
the actual financing and promotion costs. The Secretary of War may,
and upon request of the highway department of either of such States
shall, at any time within three years after the completion of such bridge,
investigate such costs and determine the accuracy and the reasonableness
of the costs alleged in the statement of costs so filed, and shall make a
finding of the actual and reasonable costs of constructing, financing, and
promoting such bridge; for the purpose of such investigation the said
Hawesville & Canpelton Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, shall
make available all of its records in connection with the comnstruction,
financing, and promotion thereof. The findings of the Secretary of War
as to the reasonable costs of the construction, financing, and promotion
of the bridge shall be conclusive for the purposes mentioned in section 4
of this act, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross
mistake,

8gc. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights,
powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to Hawes-
ville & Cannelton Bridge Co., its suceessors and assigns, and any cor-
poration to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privi-
leges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall aequire the
game by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and
empowered to exerecise the same as fully as though conferred herein
directly upon such corporation or person.

Bec. 8. All contracts made in connection with the construction of the
bridge authorized by this act and which shall involve the expenditure
of more than $5,000 shall be let by competitive bldding. Such contracts
shall be advertised for a reasonable time in some newspaper of general
circulation published in the States in which the bridge is located and
in the vicinity thereof; sealed bids shall be required and the contracts
shall be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder. Verified copies or
abstracts of all bids received and of the bid or bids accepted ghall be
promptly furnished to the highway departments of the States in which
such bridge is located. A failure to comply in good faith with the provi-
sions of this section shall render null and void any contract made in
violation thereof, and the Secretary of War may, after hearings, order
the suspension of all work upon such bridge until the provisions of this
section shall have been fully complied with.

Sgc, 9. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

COABT GUARD STATION, QUILLAYUTE BIVER

Mr, HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 14151 and agree to
the Senate amendment. B

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 14151
:!n{l agree to the Senate amendment. The Clerk will read the

tle.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14151) to provide for establishment of a Coast Guard
station at or near the mouth of the Quillayute River in the State of
‘Washington.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, which I shall
not do, when the bill was before the House I asked why that
language was stricken out which has now been restored by the
Senate, ;

Mr. HOCH. I may say that I looked up the basic¢ law, and
I am satisfied that the amendment is not at all necessary,
but the Benate has put it in and there is no objection to it.
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Mr. CRAMTON. There is no reason for putting it back in?

Mr. HOCH. The committee considered it surplusage and I
still consider it surplusage.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Has the gentleman consulted the rank-
ing minority member of the committee?

Mr. HOCH. I have.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

ADDEESS OF HON. CONEAD G, SELVIG

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a radio address
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SELvie], delivered at
Washington, D, C., February 2, 1929, on “A Better Day for
Agriculture.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I ineclude the following radio address
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Sgrvie] delivered at
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1929:

A BerTER DAY FOR AGRICULTURE

It is a great pleasure for me to speak to this far-lung radio audience
this evening.

The farmers of the l?tod States look forward to the coming season
with hope. In this they are justified. They have every reason to believe
that the American Nation will fulfill the pledges made in behalf of our
rural population.

A challenge has aroused America. It is the challenge of an unsolved
problem, It is the challenge to place agriculture upon a plane of
economic equality, to bring more satisfaction to our farmers, to make
more smooth the path of the tillers of the soll.

It has taken long years to bring our people to a realization of its
responsibility to our farmers and to bring home the accepted fact that
the welfare of our Nation demands that we safeguard our agriculture,
Not to do this would be the height of folly.

George Washington, in a letter to the Marquis de Lafayette, written
at Mount Vernon January 29, 1789, emphasized the transcending im-
portance of agriculture and extolled its handmaid—industry. In this
letter he expresses his conviction that both should go forward together,
that industry should be encouraged, but with “ no diminution in agri-
culture” and *not to the prejudice of agriculture.”

In this letter he displayed the rare statesmanship that always char-
acterized his views. Modern-day statesmen, grappling with the acute
agricuitural problems that were left us as a heritage of the World War,
can well take note of his words.

In his address to both Houses of Congress, January 8, 1790, George
Washington said:

“ The advancement of agriculture [which he placed first], commerce,
and manufactures, by all proper means, will not, I trust, need recom-
mendation.”

There Is a suggestion in Washington's words that should be heeded in
the United States to-day. To provide equal opportunity for the farmer
is one of the great tasks that confront present-day statesmanship.

Nearly 69 years ago Abraham Lincoln made a statement in which
there is a prophetic note. He gaid:

“ It also follows that that interest [referring to agriculture] is most
worthy of all to be cherished and cultivated ; that if there be inevitable
conflict between that interest and any other, the other should yield.”

These words are as true to-day. The American farmer must be given
equal opportunity, an equal chance. He does not ask for more. The
Nation can not afford to give him less,

In the year 1928 the people of the United States participated in a
pation-wide referendum of the farm gquestion. Citizens from every sec-
tion took part. A conclusion was reached. It was that something be
done ; that constructive action be taken,

FARM TARIFF REVISION

A begiuning has already been made. A special session of Congress
will be held. During that session will be undertaken tariff revision in
the interests of agriculture. The openly avowed purpose of the pro-
posed tariff adjustments, I take it, is for the benefit of the farmers,
This is the understanding, also, of millions of farmers in our land.
Through tariff revision the farmers are to be given more fully their own
domestic market for the products of their labor, freed from foreign
importations of competitive agricultural products.

The farmers are in earnest about this. The testimony presented
before the Ways and Means Committee last week gave ample evidence
of their faith and sincerity.

The tariff requests made by the farmers were scientifieally and force-
fully presented. From east, north, south, and west the farmers' spokes-
men were practeally unanimous regarding necessary tariff adjustments.
Agriculture stood united.

The farmers, for the first time in history, spoke in a single voice in
their own behalf. There was no criticism of any other group. There
was no opposition voleed against any other industry. The farmers
gimply presented the tariff needs for agriculture, that was all.
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This is good news to all engaged In farming the country over. Look
back to the year 1922, when the hearings were held on the present
tariff act, and note the contrast, The difference is highly significant,
In 1922 food processors, importers, manufacturers, wholesalers, storage
and commission firms, and the middlemen, did nearly all of the testi-
fying. The farmers themselves were not conspicuous at those hearings.

We were too near the close of the war period at that time for agri-
culture to have formulated a tariff policy. This year it is different.
Research bureaus have secured the facts and expert economists em-
ployed by the farmers themselves have compiled the evidence for pre-
sentation to the public. The farmers have learned during the past
seven years how to make their voice potent in legislative halls. They
know that mere opinions have little weight with the legislators. They
know that hard, cold facts and undisputed evidence must be given.
I rejoice with the farmers of America in the accomplishment of this
important step.

THE BATTLE NOT YET WON

None must be deluded, however, by thinking that the mere presenta-
tion of requests before a committee is suflicient in and of itself to
win the case. The farmers must be persistent in their endeavors, not
only to secure adequate tariff duties on competitive agricultural prod-
ucts and by-products, but to resist any plan to skyrocket the industrial
tariff rates.

I am sure that the farmers want to be fair in this matter. I am
equally certain that there is no disposition nor intention on the part
of the Congress to hand the farmers a legislative gold brick. The
welfare of beth industrial and agricultural groups is so intimately
intertwined and interrelated that they go up or down together.

In order to keep the record straight, however, I desgire to submit that
in the present tariff act, which it is now proposed to revise, the manu-
factured commodities now enjoy a much higher rate of protection tha
do most of our agricultural products. j

PRESENT TARIFF ACT ANALYZED

Figures from officlal sources tell the story, The average ad valorem
rate given manufactured products, the so-called industrial commodities,
in the 1922 tariff act is approximately 40 per cent. The average ad
valorem rate given agricultural products is approximately 22 per cent.
Let me cite the average ad valorem rates of the following classes of
manufactured goods:

Behedule (1927)—Average adlma‘grem mte_o{‘d‘i:tu to values of dutiable

mey

Per cent

Chemicals, oilg, and paints__ 28
Earths, earthenware, and glassware 48
Metals and manufactures of 2 25
Silk and silk goods 56
Bundries = - 39
Cotton manufactures 36
Average duty on above 6 schedules = 40

The average is 40 per cent.
Now let us turn to a few of the agricultural schedules :

Commodity (1927)—Equivalent ad valorem, unweighted

Per cent

Sheep 25
Swine AR 4
Butter. a5
Poultry, dead—-——_ L 22
O e S )
Wheat L <88
Oranges 18
Flaxseed 23
Peas, green P i e e e S e e e 20
Potatoes 30

Average duty on imported agricultural products, excluding
free list____._ 22

The average is 22 per cent.

Bear in mind, too, that not all of the agricultural tariff rates in the
present tariff act are effective. This still further widens the gap that
exists between the tariff protection actually given agricultural products
in comparison with nonagricultural commodities.

FARMERS DEMAND PARITY

The farmers now demand that they be placed on a parity with in-
dustry from the standpoint of tariff benefits. The farmer knows that
bhe will gain little or nothing from increased tariff protection on farm
products if on the other hand his farming expenses and cost of living
are unduly increased.

To put it bluntly and plainly, tarif parity as between agriculture
and industry can only be secured by leaving industry with substantially
its present tariff rates and Increasing the duty on agricultural products
up to the level now enjoyed by industry.

Perhaps there are 2 few industrial schedules that should be in-
creased. Doubtless there are also import duties which should be low-
ered. This should be done if the tariff protection afforded any indus-
try has made possible monopolistic control, and this has been followed
by unduly enhanced prices.

In determining whether the tariff rates on manufactures should be
raised, a study should be made of the price level of industrial stocks
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during the past few years to ascertain definitely which industries are
barely struggling along on account of disastrous foreign competition.
This survey would develop whether there is any industry in our country
to-day so poor as is agriculture. .

Christmas-time bonuses might be investigated, in order to thmw
light upon the financial conditions of the industries and corporations
now seeking higher protection. Stoek dividends should be gone into.
The ratio between actual and capitalized wvalue of the manufacturing
plants might throw some light on the problem.

1 am convinced that the members of the committee are determined
to seek out all the information which will assist them in reporting a
bill with tariff rates that will be fair and equitable both to agricul-
ture and to industry.

The responsibility of the farmers themselves did not cease when their
spokesmen submitied the tarilf rates wanted. That is too much like
expecting a resolution adopted at a mass meeting to result in a miracle.

A eareful study will have to be made of all the tariff increases re-
quested. The Interests of labor, of consumers in both urban and rural
areas, of producers, be they manufacturers or farmers, must be com-
gidered.

I can see definite benefits come to the farmers of the United States if
protective rates are granted. Consumers will not be penalized if this
Nation adopts and ecarries through the policy of encouraging and
expanding domestic production on a basis that gives our farmers a
chance to live according to the American standard.

Consumers need have no fears. B8ix and one-half million producing
units, which is approximately the number of farms in the United
States, will assure our consuming public ample and well-stocked lard-
ers. It is equally certain that the farmers can have no desire to harm
industry. The people living in the industrial centers are fhe farmers’
best buyers. The interests of both groups must be safeguarded.

FEDERAL FARM BOARD

In addition to farm tarif adjustments, the special session of Con-
gress will consider the so-called farm-relief legislation as well. This
is an urgent problem. It centers around the establishment of a Federal
farm board which will be intrusted with the tremendous task of seeking
to improve our farm marketing system.

1. A fundamental task assigned this board will be to prevent sea-
sonal market gluts to depress unduly the market. The solution will prob-
ably run in the direction of assisting the producers themselves to stabilize
the flow to market of their products at a price that includes the cost
of efficient production plus a reasonable profit.

2. Such a Federal farm board would give some attention to the
attempt to adjust production to probable consumptive demands. This
task will be less difficult if and when a proper farm tariff is secured,
becanse this same tariff, if properly framed, will aid in controlling our
gurplus. We import our surplus at the present time. We do not pro-
duce it. Imports of competitive agricultural products annually displace
the production of nearly 70,000,000 acres. Tariff adjustments can assist
in diverting production from the so-ealled export products td® products
which are on a domestic competitive basis,

3. The Federal farm board will also have to be given authority to
handle any exportable surplus in a manner that will permit the domestic
producer to secure the tariff benefit and to have it reflected in the price
that he receives.

One of three courses must be followed in dealing with this problem :
Either (a) the producers must curtail production to the domestic basis;
or (b) there must be imposed an equalization fee on the entire pro-
duction to finance the losses on the part sold abroad; or (e) there
must be provided an export premium on the part sold in the foreign
market. As I said before, our tariff policy can be of great help in
dealing with this problem.

4, The proposed Federal farm board will also be of great assistance
in eliminating unnecessary middlemen services, and speculative profit-
takers in the marketing process.

A stupendous task confronts Congress in shaping the so-ealled farm
relief legislative program. = There is no intention to dodge this responsi-
bility.

OTHER MEASURES

The entire farm problem, however, is not solely wrapped up with the
farm tariff and a Federal farm board. It is not so simple as that.

1. Fundamentally, efficient production §s at the foundation of a
successful agriculture. This means securlng maximum yiclds at a
minimum of cost, in line with the American standard of living. Noth-
ing can take the place of efficient production which includes the in-
creaged use of farm machinery, of labor-saving devices of all kinds, and
which looks forward to the utilization of farm power, of fertilizers, of
pure-bred sires, of cow-testing associations, of better seed and of follow-
ing the most approved farm practices. These are fundamental aspects.
Nothing can be substituted which will make inefficient production profit-
able.

2. Research in agriculture is required. The utilization by industry of
waste products of the farm is in special need of investigation. Aug-
mented farm extension sgervices are needed. Organized farm groups
have never before had such an unusual opportunity for service as now.
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Self-improvement programs for and by individuals themselves are
indispensable. A modern, forward-looking rural ‘education policy is
essential,

3. The farmers need a more equitable system of taxation.

4. The farmer needs credit on terms comparable. with rates given
other groups.

5. The farmer needs lower freight costs, The continued development -
of inland waterways is necessary, The Great Lakes-St. Lawrence deep-
sea waterway must be constructed.

The entire evening could be spent in enlarging upon these matters,
but time does not permit.

I said at the outset that the farmers of the United States look forward
to the coming season with hope. In this they are justified. I believe
1929 will be an epochal one for agriculture.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, the House is honored at
this time by the presence in the gallery of the heads of several
distinguished service organizations, and I would like to pre-
sent them. We have from Baltimore, Md,, Hon. John R. King,
representing the commander in chief, and he a past commander
in chief, of the Grand Army of the Republic; from Savannah,
Ga., Hon. William L. Grayson, commander in chief United
Spanish War Veterans; from Boston, Mass., Hon. Eugene P.
Carver, jr., commander in chief Veterans of Foreign Wars;
from Cincinnati, Ohio, Hon. Millard W. Rice, national com-
mander of the Disabled American Veterans. [Applause, Mem-
bers rising.]

OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE U. 8, 8. “AMERICA"

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill 8. 5578 and consider the
same.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 8. 5578
and consider the same. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

8. B5T8, Seventieth Congress, second session

An act (8, BOT8) recognizing the heroic conduct, devotion to duty, and
skill on the part of the officers and crew of the U. 8. 8. America, and
for other purposes
Be it enacted, ete., That the term *“ crew" as used in this act shall

mean and include any person carried on the ship’s register or serving

on the ship in any eapacity, regardless of rank or rating, at the time
of the rescue referred to in this act.

Sgc. 2, That the thanks and appreciation of the Congress of the
United States be, and they are hereby, tendered to the officers and crew
of the U. 8. 8. America as constituted on January 23, 1929, for the
heroic conduct shown and noble service rendered in the rescue of the
officers and crew of the’ Italian steamship Florida.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

CoxsENT (ALENDAR
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Consent Calendar.

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT BATON ROUGE

The first business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
2449) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River at or near the city of Baton Rouge, in the parish of
East Baton Rouge, and a point opposite thereto in the parish
of West Baton Rouge, State of Louisiana.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the
Member who is interested in this bill, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks nnanimous
consent that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. Is
there objection?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, on
which side is he entered?

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I really do not know, He ig a Member -
from Louisiana, and he says that he is interested in the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MECHANICAL REPRODUCTION OF MUSIC

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
13452) to amend the act entitled “An aect to amend and conseli-
date the aects respecting copyright,” approved March 4, 1909, as
amended, in respect to mechanical reproduction of musical com-
positions, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?
Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.

Mr. VESTAL., Mr, Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not
objeet to this bill. I was about to ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over this morning. We have some matters
under consideration and hope to get out of the bill some of the
features that are objectionable, and we think we may be able to
iron them out.

Mr, BUSBY. When is it the purpose of the chairman to call
this up again? To-day or at a later date?

Mr. VESTAL. I would like to call it up to-day later, if these
objections are eliminated.

Mr. BUSBY. I can not see that that would get us anywhere,
because it would merely require my presence here all of the time.
If it is passed over until a later date I shall not object at this
time.

Mr, HUDSPETH. But they are trying now to iron out some
of the differences.

Mr. BUSBY. 1 know, but this is not the time to iron out the
differences, after we have gotten into the calling of the calendar.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman is not on the floor, I
shall hold it over until next consent day.

Mr. BUSBY. But we can agree that it can go over until
next consent day, and then neither the gentleman nor I would
have to stay here. The guestion is whether or not these differ-
ences may be ironed out, and not having been ironed out I
would not want it to go through.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUSBY. Yes,

Mr. LANHAM. There have been negotiations in regard to
ironing out these difficulties, and it is possible, even probable,
that they will be iromed out so that the bill will be taken
up later in the day. I think the gentleman could be notified
in case the differences have been ironed out, and then no snap
judgment would be taken on him.

Mr. BUSBY. Who is doing this ironing out on this bill?

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the bill is entirely satisfactory
to everybody concerned, except with reference to one particular
group as to the effect of the provisions of the bill. They are
endeavoring to draft an amendment and have now an amend-
ment under consideration which will make the bill entirely
satisfactory to that group, and if that is consummated, then
there will be no objection whatever to the bill from anybody
who has ever appeared before the committee.

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
Texas yield to me for a moment?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes.

Mr. BURTNESS. Does that group represent the retailers
of music? Some of us are having wires from retailers of musie
and retailers of phonographs and radios, and so forth, seriously
objecting to the bill. Is the group that is being consulted
representatives of that industry?

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know that they are all retailers,
except that they are the people who make mechanical records
from whom the retailers get the records, Of all the people who
have appeared before the Committee on Patents with reference
to this measure, no dissatisfaction has been expressed with the
provisions of the bill except by the group to whom I refer.

Mr. BURTNESS. Have the retailers been considered in
connection with the matter?

Mr. LANHAM. We have considered the bill for about eight
years and I think everybody has been before us,

Mr. BURTNESS. Some retailers wire me to the effect that
the bill is a hold-up on the part of the New York publishers.
I do not know anything about that. I am not here to object to
the bill.

Mr. BUSBY. The retailer speaks largely for the public.
The report on the bill says that the copyright holders and
manufacturers seem to be getting in aecord behind this legis-
lation ; but there is still another group for whom the retailers
speak, and that is the public; and they are the ones that I am
tr:éing to represent here in offering my objection to this legis-
lation. .

Mr. BURTNESS. I have reached no conclusion on the bill,
I am not here to object, but I wondered if the differences were
ironed out whether it would include the retailer.

Mr. BUSBY. I do not think that would be satisfactory to me.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Of ecourse, if you are considering the
publie, the gentleman also wants to consider the composers and
the authors. '

Mr. BUSBY. But there is another story than is stated by
that guestion. It is this—that a monopoly is provided in ac-
cordance with the Constitution, but the question is, How far
can one who has that monopoly insist that he be protected?
And that is the proposition that I am dealing with,
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right
to object, I want to suggest I do not think it is possible to hold
this bill over to-day and reach a conclusion to-day. We have
many interests during the afternoon, and I for one would like
to have a little time. I would have to leave a committee this
afternoon to do this.

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. VESTAL. I am asking unanimous consent that the bill
be passed over without prejudice and retain its place on the
calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed without prejudice and
retain its place on the calendar. Is there objection?

Mr. BUSBY. That, I understand, passes it over for this day?

The SPEAKER. It can only be brought up by unanimous
consent.

Mr, BUSBY. But it could not be brought up under that
request to-day?

The SPEAKER. It could be by unanimous consent,

Mr. BUSBY. That does not satisfy me, because I do not
want to sit here all day. If the request does not carry it
over until the next consent day, I am going to object.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. DYER. The statement of the gentleman from Indiana
ought to be sufficient, that he wished it to go over,

Mr. BUSBY. If he makes that statement

Mr. VESTAL. I have already made the statement.

Mr. BUSBY. I did not hear it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

WATERS OF THE NORTH PLATTE RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. T026) granting the consent of Congress to compacts
or agreements between the States of Colorado and Wyoming
with respect to the division and apportionment of the waters
of the North Platte River and other streams in which such
States are jointly interested.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, there is no one in-
terested in this bill except the people of the States of Colorado,
Wyoming, and Nebraska, and the Representatives of those States
are trying to reach an agreement, which I think we will,
and I ask unanimous consent that this bill and the one following
it remain on the calendar and be passed without prejudice. I
am exceedingly anxious to have these two bills passed before this
session of Congress adjourns,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair h€ars none.

CERTAIN INSANE CITIZENS OF ALASKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 170) to provide for the care of certain insane citizens
of the Territory of Alaska.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. It requires three objections.

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I have given some study to it, and I will withdraw my former
objection and am for the bill except for a perfecting amend-
ment. These dangerous insane in Alaska can not safely be
cared for at the Morningside institution in Oregon, but at the
present time they are taken in the State institution under
contract with the State of Oregon. That institution is becom-
ing congested, and it may not be possible to continue them later
in that institution. Hence, the reason for this bill, to permit
their transfer to St. Elizabeths,

I want to make this suggestion: I think the bill ought to be
phrased so as to leave it discretionary with the department
either to take these insane to a State institution on the coast
or to bring them to St. Elizabeths. Of course, if they can not
be placed in a State institution, they ought to be brought to
St. Elizabeths. I think it ought to be discretionary.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make an objection,

The SPEAKER. Three objections have been made.
Clerk will report the next bill.

OLASBIFICATION OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 12414) authorizing the classification of the Chippewa
Indians of Minnesofa, and for other purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

[After a pause.] The
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Mr. HOOPER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that
this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

CREATION OF INDIAN TRUST ESTATES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
7204) to authorize the creation of Indian trust estates, and for
other purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. The bill requires three objeetions.

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that
it be passed over without prejudice, It may be reached on the
Wednesday calendar, or it may not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

RELIEF OF CONTRACTORS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
13857) to amend the act entitled “An act for the relief of con-
tractors and subcontractors for the post offices and buildings
and work under the supervision of the Treasury Department,
and for other purposes,” approved August 25, 1919, as amended.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. I object.

The SPEAKER, Objection iz heard. The Clerk will report
the next bill.

ADDITIONAL JUDGE, MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16034) to authorize the President of the United States to appoint
an additional judge of the District Court of the United States
for the Middle District of the State of Pennsylvania.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. GRaHAM] is absent to-day, and has asked particu-
larly that this matter be passed over without prejudice. Speak-
ing for hinr, I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. Is
there objection?

Mr. SCHAFER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
during the debate on the floor of the House the other day we
were told that we did not have sufficient judges to take care of
Federal cases, particularly alleged prohibition violations. Now
we have a chance to increase the number of judges, so that the
people will not have to wait a year or a year and a half before
their eases are reached.

Mr. HOOPER. I ask the gentleman under the circumstances
to withhold his objection.

“Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, in connection with what the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFER] has said, as I under-
stand it, none of these additional judge bills which have been
sent over to the Senate from this body have been passed by the
Senate. That is true, is it not? I will ask the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Dyer] if that is not the case? Has the Senate
passed any of these additional judge bills?

Mr. DYER. None of them that we have sent over has conre
back from the Senate.

Mr. CRAMTON. It would be more practical, then, to have
those bills passed than to give an appropriation of $24,000,000
for the enforcement of prohibition.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the inqulry of the gen-
tleman from Michigan, T may say that it has been stated by the
Commissioner of Prohibition that it would be impossible for
him to use the $24,000,000 in furtherance of the work of enfore-
ing the law because the courts are clogged with cases pending
for action. It is said that the judges give most all of their tinre
to prohibition, and that many cases are awaiting trial and that
the only way for those who are charged with the violation of
the law to get rid of their cases is to plead guilty.

Mr. BLANTON. Is it the purpose of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM] and the purpose of the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. DyEr] to enforce prohibition by having this
additional judge in Pennsylvania?

Mr. DYER. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that
while I did not vote for prohibition originally, every vote that
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has been cast by me since it became a law has been for the
purpose of enforcing it in every way.

Mr. BLANTON. How about the gentleman’s vote on the
$24,000,000 enforcement amendment?

Mr. DYER. I voted against that because it is my opinion and
of most everyone, generally speaking, outside of those who wish
to play a little cheap polities, that it would be disastrous to the
cause of prohibition to force money upon the officials when
they say they can not use it under present conditions,

Mr. BLANTON. That is Mr. Mellon’s idea.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, in response to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gramanm] this bill has been
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. I ask that it be
passed over without prejudice. It has the unanimous report of
the Committee on the Judiciary; at least, no objection has been
made to it in the committee, I ask that it be passed over with-
out prejudice.

Mr. HOOPER. There are several Members who are very
anxious to have some further information on this matter. I
would like to have it understood that it is the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania, not of myself.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GragAM] is the chairman of the committee. Evidently he
is not upon the floor and the gentleman may be speaking for
him, as he evidently is; but as a member of that committee, I
feel it is not necessary for any one Member to be here for the
purpose of enacting legislation that is needed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Perhaps the gentleman from Missouri ean
give the information that many Members of the House seek.

Mr. DYER. The report shows that there is very great need
for this legislation,

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan that the bill may be passed over without
prejudice?

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. BLANTON. And, Mr. Speaker, I object to the considera-
tion of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.

JOINT-STOOK LAND BANKS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 4039) to exempt joint-stock land banks from the provisions
of section 8 of the act entitled “An act to supplement existing
laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other
purposes,” approved October 15, 1914, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, as I stated before, I can not see any purpose in amending
the law so as to permit interlocking directors to sit on these
boards. As I said before, what will happen will be that they
will take the good loans and send them to their own banks and
dump the bad loans on the joint-stock land banks, so I am
going to object.

Mr., McFADDEN. I hope the gentleman will reserve his
objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will reserve it in order to permit the
gentleman to make a statement,

Mr. McFADDEN. I want to reiterate that which I said the
other day when this matter came up, that it was never intended
when this law was passed to include these banks. These are
not commercial institutions but are merely mortgage-loan banks.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I do not agree with the gentleman's view-
point, as shown in his statement, that all the brains of the
country are on the present boards of the banks.

Mr. McFADDEN. I did not intend to give that impression,
but it would greatly help the management of these institutions
to have the kind of direction which they would secure from
bankers who are more or less familiar with the loan business,
and I think they should have the right to serve on these boards,
The Federal farm-loan system is asking for this legislation, and
the request is indorsed by the Federal Reserve Board.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I shall object.

DISPOSAL OF MATERTAL TO THE BEA SCOUT DEPARTMENT OF THE BOY
BCOUTS OF AMERICA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 155677) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to dis-
pose of material to the sea-scout department of the Boy Scouts
of America.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
are there any gentlemen on the floor from the Naval Affairs
Committee? If there is no one here who can give the informa-
tion I desire, I will ask that the bill be passed over without
prejudice.

Mr. HALE. I do not know that I can give the gentleman the
information he desires, but I will do so if I can.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This bill provides for the turning over of
material by the Navy to the Boy Scouts. It is based on a bill
which was heretofore passed authorizing the turning over of
aviation material, but in that bill a clause was inserted which
provided that the material turned over could not be used for
flying. The gentleman understands the purpose of that. The
purpose was that if we turned over obsolete equipment we did
not want to endanger the lives of anyone by having them use it
for flying purposes. I find from the report that it is intended to
turn over certain cutters, and what I want to know is this: If a
cutter becomes obsolete and is unfit for use by the Navy, is it
not unsafe to turn it over to the Boy Scouts?

Mr. HALE. As I recall, that suggestion was made in the
committee, I think the language of the bill takes care of that
by putting it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy.
That is so, is it not?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; but the bill provides for the disposal
of *such condemned or obsolete material as may not be needed
for the Navy.” Now, when we provided for the turning over
of aviation equipment it was specifically provided that it could
not be used for flying purposes. My fear is that if we turn this
obsolete material over to the Boy Scouts it would endanger their
lives if they used it on the water. If it is condemned and obso-
lete material that is not seaworthy for the Navy, how could it
be seaworthy for the Boy Scouts?

Mr. HALE., If it is not seaworthy material, then it should
not be turned over to the Boy Scouts for that purpose. If the
gentleman has in mind an amendment that would safeguard the
matter, I am sure the committee would be glad to accept it,
but it seems to me that the language in the bill, providing that
it shall be turned over only at the discretion of the Secretary
of the Navy takes care of that situation. As I say, that feature
was discussed in the committee.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The bill provides for the turning over of—

Such condemned or obsolete material as may not be needed for the
Navy.

Mr. HALE, Of course, the Secretary of the Navy ought not
to turn over to the Boy Scouts any material that it is not safe
for them to use.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly, and it is for that reason that I
suggest that something should be included in this bill which
would be along the line of the provision carried in the bill pro-
viding for the turning over of aviation equipment.

Mr. BURTNESS. If the gentleman will permit, some equip-
ment might be obsolete but not unseaworthy.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not if it is condemned, and that is what
I fear.

Mr. BURTNESS. But if it were limited to obsolete material,
the situation would be entirely different.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes; I agree with the gentleman, but I
am afraid of the other language.

Mr. HALE. Has the gentleman an amendment prepared?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No. I think the gentleman had better
look into it further, and we will pass it the next time.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the bill may be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

HAY GROWERS IN BRAZORIA, GALVESTON, AND HARRIS COUNTIES, TEX.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15892) for the relief of hay growers in Brazoria, Galveston, and
Harris Counties, Tex.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
and I do not intend to object, I will say to the gentleman, but
I have had no report from the department on this particular
bill. Does the department report favorably upon it?

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes, it does, I will state to my friend
from Michigan, and also the Comptroller General. The Comp-
troller General reports favorably,.and also prepared the bill, I
will say to the gentleman.

Mr. HOOPER. I personally have no objection to the bill.

- Mr. LAGUARDIA. DMr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I shall object unless the gentleman agrees to an amend-
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ment. This is the proposition: Here are certain acts by em-
ployees or officials of the Department of Agriculture, I do not
think they ought to pass upon their own acts, and the amend-
ment which I suggest is, on page 1, where the bill now provides
“to be found and reported by the Secretary of Agriculture,”
to insert “ and determined by him,” the Comptroller General.

Mr. HUDSPETH. 1 will state to my friend from New York
that the bill leaves it to the determination of the Comptroller
General, and the gentleman’s amendment would be surplusage,
because he has to pass upon it under the terms of the bill,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Permit me to read it. The bill now pro-
vides—

on the basis of facts and figures to be found and reported by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes.
Mr. LAGUARDIA. My amendment would provide—

That the Comptroller General of the United States be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to examine and settle, on the basis of
facts and figures to be found and determined by him.

Mr. HUDSPETH. 1 will state to my friend from New York,
if he will read the report of the Comptroller General he will
find that he has already reported favorably.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All right.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not think the proposed amendment
hurts, except in this way: We want to substitute the Senate
bill for the House bill, the Senate bill being identical, and the
proposition of the gentleman would prevent us from doing
that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA.
to the Senate,

Mr. HUDSPETH. Of course, the gentleman can offer his
amendment to the Senate bill if he insists upon it. But I trust
he will not insist upon the amendment, It is wholly unnec-

It would, of course, have to go back

essary.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Under the bill it does go to the Comp-
troller General.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not see how my amendment would
hurt.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Only it would necessarily have to go
back to the Senate and the matter undoubtedly is taken care of
NOW.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I trust the gentleman from New York
will not insist on his amendment. The object now is to sub-
stitute the Senate bill for the House bill so it may pass at this
session. I may say to the gentleman that the Comptroller
General prepared this bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not see why we can not amend the
Senate bill.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, yes; we can amend the Senate bill if
the gentleman insists on his amendment, but it is absolutely
UNNECessary.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 think it is the proper thing to do.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not see a great deal of harm it can
do except that it will delay the matter that much and perhaps
necessitate a conference. The bill passed the committee unani-
mously and if the gentleman will read the Comptroller Gen-
eral’s report he will find that he reports favorably now and
suggested the bill that my colleague from Texas [Mr. Mansg-
FIELD] introduced. g

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I spent most of my Sunday reading the
bill and the report.,

Mr. HUDSPETH. I hope the gentleman will not object be-
cause the matter is left to the Comptroller General absolutely.
He went into the matter fully and recommended the identical
bill which my colleague introduced.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The bill came ifrom the Comptroller
General.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. UxperHinn] satisfied that the Comptroller General can
disregard the faets and figures submitted to him?

Mr. UNDERHILL. He does right straight along.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But in this instance, as a matter of law?

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman from Massachusetts is a
kind of a shark on these things, and if he is satisfied I am.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent

that an identical Senate bill (S. 4818) may be considered in
lieu of the House bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent that a Senate bill (8. 4818) may be considered in
Heu of the House bill. Is there objection?
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Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
has the Senate bill got the same amendments?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes; it is identical.

Mr. SCHAFER. With the limitation with respect to atfor-
neys' fees?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes; absolutely.

Mr, HUDSPETH. Yes; we had that placed in the Senate
bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right
to object, I notice that the House bill is a direct appropriation
and not an authorization.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The Committee on Claims has that right.

DYER. Further reserving the right to object, may I

inquire if the Texas delegation is united in support of this bill?

Mr, HUDSPETH. In this instance I assure the gentleman
the delegation is absolutely united.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none and the clerk will report the Senate bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and 1s hereby, authorized and directed to examine and settle,
on the basis of facts and figures to be found and reported by the
Secretary of Agriculture, the claims of hay growers in Brazoria, Gal-
veston, and Harris Counties, Tex., who were prevented during the year
1925 from harvesting their hay because of quarantine restrictions
against the spread of the hoof-and-mouth disease: Provided, That the
allowance made on any such claim shall not exceed the amount paid
thereon by the Livestock Sanitary Commisgion of Texas, pursuant to
an act of the State legislature approved October 6, 1926. There is
hereby appropriated, from any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, a sufficlent amount, not to exceed $218,177.50, to enable
the Becretary of the Treasury to pay such of the claims as may be
allowed by the Comptroller General: Provided, That no part of the
amount of any item appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered in connection
with said elaim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney
or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum which in
the aggregate exceeds 10 per cent of the amount of any item appro-
priated in this act on account of services rendered in conneetion with
said claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of & mis-
demeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

A similar House bill was laid on the table.

YUMA MESA AUXILIARY PROJECTS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 15918) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize credit
upon the construction charges of certain water-right applicants
and purchasers on the Yuma and Yuma Mesa auxiliary projects,
and for other purposes.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to have further opportunity to study this bill. The Yuma
gituation is rather complicated. I ask unanimous consent that
the bill go over without prejudice.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. What is the information the
gentleman desires?

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to study the situation, and I have
not yet had an opportunity to do it. I will do so before the
next Consent Calendar is taken up.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Is the gentleman going to object?

Mr. CRAMTON. I shall have to do it to-day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan that the bill go over without prejudice?

There was no objection.

BALE OF GOVEERNMENT-OWNED LAND IN MANCHESTER, N. H.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
4739) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell certain
Government-owned land at Manchester, N, H.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to ebject, this author-
izes the sale of Government-owned property to an identified
purchaser. This is a very unusual situation,

Mr. HALE. The land is in the ¢ity of Manchester, in my dis-
trict. The proceeding is somewhat unusual, and I recognize the
propriety of the gentleman’s question. This is a Treasury De-
partment bill, The joint committee on public buildings has
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made a trade which is exeeedingly advantageous for the Gov-
ernment for a piece of land which the Government does not need.
The proceeds of this sale, I understand, are to be applied to the
purchase of land on the other side for the construction of an
addition to a Manchester public building.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then it is not a trade, but the sale of
one piece of land and the purchase of another?

Mr. HALE. That is true, of course., The joint committee
had in mind something in the nature of a trade. It had in
mind the sale of this portion of the Government-owned land and
the purchase of other land on the other side. The New Hamp-
shire Fire Insurance Co. is the adjoining owner, and it has
constructed a fine building. The land which it is proposed to
sell them is 25 feet front, and nobody would want it except the
fire insurance company. They have offered a price which is
twice as much per foot as the Government is paying for land
on the other side.

I may say that I think the gentleman from New York wants
to be fair about it, and under ordinary circumstances I think
the proposed amendment ought to be made requiring it to be
sold at public auction. But the situation is this: We are very
anxious—and so is the Treasury Department—to have the legis-
lation passed’ as it has passed the Senate. If it is amended
there is a hazard about the amendment becoming adopted in the
other body. There are tenants who are in an uncomfortable
situation and do not know whether to move or not. For that
reason it seems desirable that the legislation be passed.

Mr. SCHAFER. Reserving the right to object, do I under-
stand the gentleman to state that not far from the land covered
in this bill the Government is to purchase land at twice the
amount that the land is to be sold for?

Mr. HALE. No; it is to purchase land for one-half the
amount that this is to be sold for—about $3 a foot; and we are
getting for the land we are selling $6 a foot.

Mr. SCHAFER. What is the assessed value of land in that
vicinity?

Mr. HALE. I have not the assessed value, but the land we
are selling is right across the street from the land we are to
purchase on the other side; precisely the same location.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Tbe gentleman’s argument is almost irre-
sistible, but not quite, and I am constrained to object.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be
passed temporarily to give the gentleman from New Hampshire
an opportunity to prepare an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed temporarily. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

SEA S8COUTS OF AMERICA

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo
return to Calendar No. 1096 (H. R. 15577), to authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to dispose of obsolete material fo the
sea scout department of the Boy Seouts of America.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent to return to Calendar No. 1096. Is there objection?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.
Has the Member who made the objection when the bill was
before us a few minutes ago withdrawn his objection?

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, it was passed over without
prejudice. I was not in the room.

The SPEAKER. Ig there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author-
ized, in his diseretion, to dispose of without charge, except for trans-
portation and delivery, to the sea scout department of the Boy Bcouts
of America such condemned or obsolete material as may not be needed
for the Navy, and such other material as may be spared at prices repre-
senting its fair value to the Navy.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, there appears to be no objec-
tion to this bill from the department or from the Director of
the Budget. The bill merely authorizes the Navy Department
to convey to the sea scouts of America such obsolete material
as the department has no use for—old rowboats, sails, spars—
with which these boys may play and practice on the seacoast and
on the shores of the inland lakes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will remem-
ber when we passed a similar bill turning over certain aviation
property we provided that it could not be used for flying
purposes. My fear is this: If you turn over some property
that is not seaworthy the boys may be endangered by using it.

Mr, BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s fear is very
well founded. The very object of turning over this obsolete
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material to the Boy Scouts is to make ship carpenters and
real sailormen out of them and to teach them in the craft
of seamanship. There are 600,000 boys in the major organi-
gation to-day, and 200,000 men. It is an organization incor-
porated by an act of Congress in 1916. The gentleman may
be assured that the objection he has referred to in respect
to flying material does not enter into this sitnation at all.

Mr. Speaker, the organization known as the Boy Scouts of
America was incorporated by the act approved June 15, 1916
(U. 8. C. title 36, sec. 21), the purpose of which was stated
as follows:

The purpose of the corporation shall be to promote, through organi-
zation and cooperation with other agencies, the ability of boys to do
things for themselves and others, to train them in scoutcraft, and to
teach them patriotism, courage, self-reliance, and kindred virtues, using
the methods which were in common use by Boy Scouts on June 15, 1916.

While sea scouting as a branch of the Boy Scouts of America
dates back to the early days of the scout movement in this
country, it was only two years ago that the sea scout depart-
ment was officially organized in order to meet a wide and grow-
ing demand for progressive training of older boys—from 15 to
19 years of age—in seamanship and water activities generally,
under the direction of able seamen.

The sea scout program is essentially a program for older boys.
Its ultimate objectives are the same as those of land scouting.
The promotion and carrying out of this program is similar in
nearly every way to land scouting, the only essential difference
being in the type of activities, the uniform, and requirements.

The activities of sea scouts are concerned with things con-
nected with the water—swimming, sailing, rowing, sea history,
marlinspike seamanship, ground tackle, life aboard ship, rules
of the road at sea, foreign commerce, navigation, piloting, sig-
naling, and cruising.

The sea scout department is operated, as are all other depart-
ments of the national council of the Boy Scouts of America,
through its executive board, with a director known as the
national sea scout director. A committee, known as the national
sea scout committee, serves as un advisory committee fo the
executive board in all matters relating to sea scouting. This
committee is made up of representative men throughout the
country who are interested in the sea scout program for scouts.

Mr. Speaker, there are approximately 700 individual councils
of the Boy Scouts of America, scattered over practically the
entire United States, with a total enrollment of 800,000 men and
boys—200,000 men and 600,000 boys. In any of these local
councils, where there is a sufficient number of older boys 15
years of age and over, a sea scout “ship,” as the unit of organi-
zation in sea scouting is called, may be organized.

Under high-grade leaders these older boys, as sea scouts,
continue their training in character development and citizen-
ship and are instructed in the art of seamanship through the
use of boats and yachts, acquiring as well a sound knowledge
of international trade through literature and a consciousness
of the glorious traditions of the sea history of our counfry.
The major work of training sea scouts in seamanship is done
in whaleboats.

The attached copy of the sea scout manual will give an idea
of the scope and all-around character of the training which
sea scouts receive. On enrolling as a sea scout, each boy is
required to take the following sea promise:

On my honor, I will do my best—

1. To learn swimming and always be prepared to render aid to those
in need in connection with water accidents,

2. To make it my practice to know the location of the life-saving
devices on every boat I board; and to mentally outline my responsibility
in maintaining order for myself and shipmates In case of emergency.

3. To be vigilant and cautious, always guarding against water
accidents.

4, To cooperate with the responsible authorjties for the observance
of all regulations for the conduct and safety of boats and ever seek
to preserve the motto of the sea, “ Women and children first.”

At the present time there are about 300 sea scout *“ships”
in the United States, and it is hoped ultimately to establish
sea scout units in each of the 700 counecils of the Boy Scouts.
The present aim of the sea scout department is for a total
enrollment of 100,000 sea scouts. The attached tables show the
number of sea scout units that had been organized up to and
including December 31, 1928, arranged by regions, cities, and
States, with the total enrollments in each.

An interesting development in the sea scout movement has
been the increase in the number of cruises made on rivers in
the interior parts of the country, where groups of sea scouts
have built their own boats, rigged them with outboard motors,
and made long cruises, lasting two and three and even four
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weeks. That the sea scout program is not one for the sea
coast only is proved by the fact that the majority of the units
now in existence are in the interior parts of the country, where
the activities are carried out on small rivers and lakes.

Mr. Speaker, almost on the threshold of its history, the
sea scout movement was given an opportunity to demonstrate its
ability to develop character and inculecate in its members the
importance of the motto, “ Be prepared.” A prominent Arctic
explorer, Capt. John Borden, of Chicago, who having made all
preparations for an exploration of the Arctic on a sailing vessel
to collect specimens of fauna for the Field Museum, was con-
fronted with the problem of selecting a crew for his wvessel,
Owing to the many unusual circumstances surrounding this ex-
pedition, the standards which these men had to meet were
unusually high and a search through the usual channels failed to
produce one man,

High moral character, perfect physical fitness, ability to endure
hardships, thorough knowledge of seamanship—such were the
minimum standards,

Being convinced that among its ranks there were many young
men who could live up to these standards, the sea scout leaders
of Chicago offered to Captain Borden the services of eight sea
scouts. They were examined and found fully qualified.

In April, 1927, they set sail from San Francisco on the 140-foot
auxiliary schooner Northern Light, and for five months cruised
in the waters of the Pacific Ocean, Bering Sea, and the Arctic
Ocean. One of the most ideal adventures for boys that could be
conceived—helping in all of the work aboard =hip ; collecting the
specimens for the museum ; studying various parts of the north-
land, and arriving back in San Francisco, having fulfilled to the
very utmost all of the promises that were made for them.

This is the first time in the history of polar expeditions that
a boat has gone into the Arctic with a deck crew entirely com-
posed of boys under 19 years of age.

This event proves three things: First, that the training given
to young men in sea scouting helps to put into practice in a very
splendid way the character training given to them in the land
scout troops; second, that the average American boy can adjust
himself to conditions at sea after training in sea scouting; third,
that the sea scout programs opens up to the boys of America
opportunities for adventure such as all boys crave, and this,
under circumstances where they are surrounded by all the pre-
cautions for safety, high-grade leadership, and preparedness,

1t is interesting also to note that Paul A, Siple, the Boy Scout
who was chosen to accompany Commander Byrd on his Antarctie
expedition, is a member of the crew of the sea scout ship
Niagara of Erie, Pa. He received his first experience of training
in seamanship on a whale boat. 3

At the time of the hurricane disaster in Florida, the sea scouts
rendered valiant service. According to a statement from the re-
lief detail in that section of the Everglades in Florida, the gallant
little group of sea scouts in Sarasota, Fla., under the direction of
County Judge A, R, Clark, “did more work and accomplished
more results in this grim job than all of the adult relief workers
in the territory combined.”

Mr, MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes.

Mr. MICHENER. Does this require the department to turn
over all this surplus or the condemned property?

Mr. BRITTEN. No; it merely authorizes it to so dispose of
obsolete material.

Mr. MICHENER. To turn it over to the sea scouts?

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes.

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman makes a distinction between
the sea scouts and the Boy Scouts?

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes; they operate independently.

Mr. MICHENER. For instance, under existing law, where
the department disposes of this condemned property by publie
suale, would this prevent the Boy Scouts from bidding for sonre
of this material?

Mr. BRITTEN. Not a bit. On the contrary, the bill provides
where the material, although obsolete, has some cash value, the
department may sell it to the sea scouts at its cash value to
the department.

Mr. MICHENER. I do not know anything about the sea
scouts, unless they are a part of the Boy Scouts, and the Boy
Scouts in my district during last year received some of these
boats, purchased from the Coast Guard on the Great Lakes.
Would this prevent the sale or delivery to the Boy Scouts of
America of any of this material?

Mr. BRITTEN. Not at all.

Mr. MICHENER. And give preference to the sea scouts?

Mr. BRITTEN. Oh, no. The gentlenran will be surprised to
learn that there are nearly 300 units of sea scouts in the
United States.
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Mr. MICHENER. I am not surprised at all, but I do not want
to consent to any legislation here that will make it possible on
the part of the department or mandatory on the part of the
deparfment to turn over to the sea scouts property to the
detriment of the Boy Scouts.

Mr. BRITTEN. That is true. I agree with the gentleman,
but there is nothing like that in the legislation.

Mr. Speaker, instances could be cited where sea scouts have
been instrumental in saving persons from drowning, and where
assistance has been rendered to boats and ships in distress by
sea scouts while on training eruises.

Sea scout training is of considerable assistance in the train-
ing of young men entering colleges and universities, who enroll
in the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, since they have
usually spent one or two years learning the rudiments of sea
sgeouting and much tinre is saved in their preliminary seaman-
ghip instructions. The sea scout organization is a very valu-
able source of supply of desirable personnel for the Navy and the
Naval Reserve. Recently one reserve division was filled by
enrolling ex-sea scouts and another reserve division includes
almost a complete troop of ex-sea scouts.

In order to encourage sea scout movement as much as

possible, the Secretary of the Navy, on May 15, 1927, authorized
all force commanders, commanding officers of ships, command-
ants of distriets, navy yards, and stations, to cooperate, as far
as circumstances permit, whenever an application bearing the
approval of the national headquarters of the Boy Scouts of
America is received from a duly aceredited representative of
the organization of the sea scouts department. Individual
officers, both active and retired, were requested to lend their
aid and encouragement. Attention was invited, however, to
the fact that no provision of law permitted the loan of property
or the expenditure of naval funds.
- At the present time, under the law, the Navy Department is
limited in the sale of material to sea scout organizations by
the act of July 9, 1918 (40 Stat. 850), which restricts such sales
to materials procured during the war period. Under this
authority, pulling boats, and more recently power boats, pro-
cured during the war period, are offered for sale to sea scout
organizations for training purposes, prior to offering such boats
at public sale. However, the sea scouts are very desirous of
being permitted to buy other articles of equipment, such as
sextants, compasses, flags, masts, sails, oars, ete. With this
in mind, and in order to be able to cooperate more fully, the
Navy Department has recommended the enactment by Congress
of the bill now before the House.

The enactment of this bill will permit the Secretary of the
Navy to render such assistance to the sea scout department of
the Boy Scouts of America as may be practicable, without cost,
or at little cost, to the Navy Department.

The legislation proposed will not result in any increased cost
to the Government,

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Will the gentleman object to striking out
the words “ condemned or,” in line 67

Mr. BRITTEN. No; I have no objection to that, and shall
move such an amendment,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk again read the bill.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the words
* condemned or " in line 6 of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr., SCHAFER. I don't think this bill has gone by the
objection stage. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
return to the calendar.

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the question as to whether
there was objection to the present consideration of the bill
The bill has been read and the gentleman from Illinois now
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BrirTen : Line 6, after the word *such,”
strike out the words “ condemned or.”

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
‘was laid on the table.
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BUST OF LIEUTENANT GILLISS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 13935) to provide for the purchase of a bronze bust of the
late Lieut. James Melville Gilliss, United States Navy, to be
presented to the Chilean National Observatory,

The Clerk read the titie of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Luce] consent
to the usual amendment that I offer to bills of this kind?—

Provided, That such bust shall be the work of an artist who is a
citizen of the United States.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, a good opportunity has not hitherto
presented itself for me to express my views upon the suggestion
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuaroia]l. I regret
to say that his view of the matter does not appeal to me,

In this particular instance the request came from the Secre-
tary of the Navy. No Member of the House has any personal
interest in the matter, and the question raised can be met with-
out any factor of prejudice. So I think we might as well have
this issue faced at the moment. While it is true that we desire
to encourage American artists as well as American manufac-
turers and producers, it is the fact that there are in this country
certain capable, meritorious, and even distinguished artists, not
yet citizens, some of whom have come from the country in which
the gentleman from New York is, I think, much interested.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The gentleman from New York is only
interested in one country, and that is the United States,

Mr. LUCE. I am delighted to hear that. I will modify my
statement and say any other gentleman in the House under
like circumstances would be interested under these conditions
I think we may recognize the fact that to restrict the selection
of artists to those who have taken out naturalization papers
or who were born in this country might result at times in our
securing an inferior grade of artistie skill. I do not feel that
your Committee on the Library should thus be hampered in
getting the most beautiful works of art that they can secure.
Therefore if the gentleman should insist npon his position and
refuse consent to consideration of this bill, I would have to
look for some later opportunity to find out what the House may
think in the matter.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUCE. Certainly.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not mean to imply
that if we limit certain works of art which we authorize to
American artists we will obtain inferior work?

Mr. LUCE. I meant to bring out that there have been models
presented to us by men born abroad who have come over here
to contribute to our store of art, and who should have an op-
portunity to offer us their artistic skill.

"Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUCE. I will

Mr. SCHAFER. If we follow the gentleman's line of argu-
ment, we should not have a protective tariff, but leave to the
foreigners an opportunity to enter into competition with Ameri-
can industry and labor.

Mr. LUCE. I tried to bring out that I thought the world of
art was living under different conditions from the world of
industry and production, May I suggest that recently when the
Dominion of Australia sought to secure the finest plan it could
get for a new capital, it was not hampered by such a condition
as that here proposed, and so was able to give the award to a
citizen of this country. Hitherto art has known no geographieal
lines, and I hope we will not establish a precedent that will
ever hamper art by geographical lines.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Art has heretofore had no geographical
confines, it is true, and this very condition that has been de-
seribed arose by giving the award to foreign artists on account
of social eonnections, and so forth, and then they left for home,
performed their work, and sent it over. American art is entitled
to just as much protection as the manufacturers of the State
of Massachusetts,

Mr. LUCE. But I submit to the gentleman one consideration :
If the gentleman's logic is to prevail, the delightful concerts
that are given here by symphony orchestras and the charming
chamber music in the Coolidge auditorium of the Library of
Congress ought to be stopped unless hereaffer musicians and
conductors are either native born or naturalized Americans.
We ought not to be allowed to invite over here men and women
who have shown their eminence in the great concert halls of
Europe. Our programs ought to omit the names of Wagner and
Haydn and Handel and Bach and Beethoven in order that we
may encourage American composers.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. The fact is that American sculptors and
painters have not jazzed their work as American musicians
have done.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUCE. Yes.

Mr, CRAMTON. I would like to have the attention of the
gentleman from New York [Mr, LAGUARDIA].

Paralleling with this, I recall that a few months ago, when
Congress wished to pass an act to give recognition to an Ameri-
can citizen—the aviator Ellsworth—the gentleman from New
York only permitted that to pass on condition that we join with
that recognition a similar recognition for a distinguished
Italian—General Nobile,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And Roald Amundsen, a Norwegian, who
was in the same joint adventure.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. -I am willing to submit my amendment to
the House and allow the House to decide on it. I shall offer my
amendment. I shall not object.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author-
ized to procure and present to the Chilean National Observatory, in the
name of the United States Naval Observatory, a bronze bust of the late
Lieut. James Melville Gilliss, United States Navy, such bust to be
made at a price and in accordance with design determined by him.

Spc. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the-sum of §1,200 for
the purposes of this act. y

With committee amendments as follows:

Page 1, line 3, strike out the words * Becretary of the Navy " and
Insert in lieu thereof the words “ Joint Committee on the Library, acting
on the advice of the Commission of Fine Arts.”

Page 1, line 5, after the word * procure,” strike out the words “and

., present” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ for presentation.”

Page 1, line 6, after the word * Observatory,” insert the words
“through the Becretary of the Navy.”

Page 1, line 9, after the word “ Navy,” strike out the balance of the
gection.

Page 2, line 5, after the word *of,” insert the words “ not more
than.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendments,

The Senate amendments were agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUArDIA : Page 2, line 6, sirike out the
period and insert a colon and add the following: * Provided, That said
bust shall be the work of an artist who is a citisen of the United States.”

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. It is not necessary for me to repeat what I have already
said, but I wounld like to emphasize the fact that your Com-
mittee on the Library is trying to use every opportunity that
presents itself to improve the guality of the artistic decorations
of the Capitol, the artistic ornamentations of the District of
Columbia, and such other works of art as come within our
control. The names of a large percentage of the artists who
are brought to our attention indicate foreign birth or descent.
Not a few of them are young men who have been trained in the
artistic centers of Europe and have come here with the ambi-
tion to make their way by contributing to the artistic beauties
of the United States. It seems to me that it would be unwise
to deprive them of the opportunity of sharing in the competi-
tions that are held from time to time in.order that we may
secure the best artistic talent available.

For this reason, sir, I hope the amendment will not prevail.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak in favor
of my amendment. I want to point out to the House that the
anxiety that the gentleman from Massachusetts has to the embel-
lishment of the National Capitol has absolutely nothing to do
with this case, because this bust is to be presented to the Chilean
National Observatory. I submit that if we are to present a
work of art to a foreign government it should be the work of an
American artist. [Applause.]

The trouble is now, Mr. Speaker, that there are a few per-
ambulating foreign artists with certain social connections here
who do not maintain studios in this country, but who are in a
position through social connections to obtain commissions for
some of the largest commissions for artistic works. American
art has arrived at that stage where it can compete favorably
with the art of any country of the world. I have confidence in
the Fine Arts Commission, who are to be intrusted with the
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work, that when they select the work of an American artist
they will select one of the highest standard.

Mr. CORAMTON. I notice that the Committee on the Library
is to procure this bust. Has the gentleman any fear that social
allurements will tempt the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The question answers itself.

Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly it is not going to be a matter of
social pull, but a matter of merit.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is sufficient merit among the Ameri-
can artists to present the right kind of work, and they are en-
titled to the preference. I want to say that every country
iDl..t gttu-ope giving commissions to artists give them to their own
a s.

The other day I received a letter from one of the art so-
cieties in this country pointing out that on the other side of the
Capitol there is now a bill pending providing for a painting
of the President, which is a $5,000 commission, and unless we
safeguard that in all likelihood it will go to a foreign artist
who does not live in this country and who does not maintain
a studio in this country. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is
a proper amendment and one that will offer moral encourage-
ment to American art.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. LAGuaArpIA) there were—ayes 11, noes 42.

80 the amendment was rejected.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

BALE OF GOVERNMENT-OWNED LAND AT MANCHESTER, N, H,

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to return
to Calendar No. 1099, Senate bill 4739, authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to sell certain Government-owned land at
Manchester, N. H. This bill was passed over temporarily and
I think I have prepared an amendment which will meet the
objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 1099. 1s there
objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, the gentleman intends to offer an amendment, which
he will support, striking out the provision of the bill for the
sale of the land to a designated private party and providing
for the sale of the land at publie anction?

Mr. HALE. Precisely, to the highest bidder after public
advertisement.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is herchy, authorized and empowered, in his discretion, to sell to the
New Hampshire Fire Insurance Co.,, for an amount not less tham
$20,000, the easterly 25 feet of the Government-owned site at Man-
chester, N. H,, at such time and upon such terms as he may deem to
be to the best interests of the United States, and to convey such prop-
erty to the purchaser thereof by the usual quit-claim deed, the pro-
ceeds of such sale to be deposited in the Treasury as a miscellaneous
receipt.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Have: Page 1, line 5, strike out the words
“ New Hampshire Fire Insurance (o."” and insert in liean thereof the
words “ highest bidder, after public advertisement.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

ROUGH RIVER, KY.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 14893) to authorize a preliminary survey of Rough River
in Kentucky with a view to the control of its floods.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, is not this river included in the legislation which was
passed at the last session providing for a comprehensive flood-
relief program?

Mr. MOORMAN. I think not, sir.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. How did it happen to be omitted?

Mr. MOORMAN. The omnibus bill had gone to the Senate,
and then this project was recognized as being an emergency,
and the committee passed it for that reason.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The bill simply provides for a survey?

Mr. MOORMAN. That is all.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Which is an opening wedge?

Mr. MOORMAN. That is all.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
does the gentleman contend that we did not pass legislation
allowing for a complete survey of all the tributaries of the
Mississippi and other navigable streams?

Mr. MOORMAN. I make no such contention about the mat-
ter. I state, though, that this is considered necessary, and
for that reason the committee reported the bill.

Mr. HUDSON. I think the gentleman will find we have
passed legislation taking care of all these matters, so far as
surveys are concerned.

Mr, VINSON of Kentucky. If that be true, then the passage
of this bill would do no harm.

Mr. DYER. Why not let the bill go over in order to make
an inguiry and ascertain whether this river has been taken
care of,

Mr. MOORMAN. I will say to the gentleman that a similar
bill was introduced in the Senate by Senator Barxrey, which
was attached to the omnibus bill that went over from the
House.

Mr. HOOPER. If the gentleman will permit, does the gentle-
man and also the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vinson]
take the position that if this bill passes and the survey has
been taken care of in the preliminary legislation, that this then
would be mere surplusage and would commit the Government
to no additional expense as far as the earlier bill is con-
cerned?

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I should not think so.

Mr. HUDSON. I wish the gentleman would allow this bill
and the bill following it to go over for the day. I do not want
to object, but I wish the gentleman would allow it to go over
for the day.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Let me say this to the gentleman:
This river is a tributary to the Ohio, and in the bill to which
reference has been made this river was not named.

Mr. SABATH. Did not the bill provide for the Ohio, the
Mississippi, and all tributaries thereof?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Only those tributaries of the Ohio
that were named and this river was not among those named.

Mr. SABATH. 1 do not see why we should bring in separate
bills for all these small rivers if the same thing is included in
the general bill.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. There were separate bills and those
bills were included in the ommnibus bill, but this river was not
named in that bill,

Mr. MOORMAN. I trust the gentleman will withdraw the
objection,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby,
authorized and directed to cause an examination and survey to be
made of Rough River, beginning at Falls of Rough, Grayson County,
Ky., and extending to the mouth of said river, with a view to securing
a channel of such dimensions and courses as will prevent present
retarding of the flow of its waters and conseguent flooding of ihou-
sands of acres of valuable adjacent land, and such other action and
relief as is necessary. Also to submit a report to Congress of the
feasibility of controlling said flood waters, together with an estimate
of the cost of such improvement,

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment,
on page 1, line 10, after the word “lands,” to strike out the
langunage “ and such other action and relief as is necessary.”

Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. MoorMAN] to the fact that this bill, as I understand it, is
for a preliminary survey and report to Congress,

Mr. MOORMAN. It is; yes.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. For that purpose the language which
my amendment seeks to strike out is unnecessary and is rather
too broad. It might give the Secretary of War the power to
go ahead and do the work of flood control, and I do not think
we ought to set that precedent in these bills for preliminary
SUTVEYs.

Mr. MOORMAN. I will say to my colleague I intended to
make it broad; and if I made it too broad, I will be pleased to
accept the amendment.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think that ought to go out.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BLack of Texas: Page 1, line 10, after the
word *lands,” strike out the comma, insert a period, and strike out
the words * and such other action and relief as is necessary,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill a8 amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

MUD CREEE, KY.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15809) to authorize a preliminary survey of Mud Creek in Ken-
tucky, with a view to the control of its floods.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
is this a navigable stream?

Mr. MOORE of Kentucky. It is not a navigable stream.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is just for flood relief?

Mr. MOORE of Kentucky. It is for flood relief; yes.

Mr. DYER. It is to make it navigable. They want to get
the mud out of it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA,
of flood relief?

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I will say to the gentleman
that this is a bill similar to the one we just passed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think the one we just passed is bad.

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I do not admit that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This is the last individual survey bill
and flood relief that is going to pass by unanimous consent.

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON. I want to put myself on record as not in-
dividually opposing these bills on that proposition. If we
bring in here a similar bill for every stream in the United
States, the Corps of Engineers is going to be swamped. I think
this is all taken care of in the general bill, and these individual
bills ought not to be introduced or passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he s hereby,
authorized and directed to cause a preliminary survey to be made of
Mud Creek in Kentucky from Mining City, at which point said creek
empties into Green River, up to a point 25 or 30 miles in distance
where a drainage project has been started by owners of the land on and
near said creek, with a view to the control of its floods. Also to sub-
mit a report to Congress as to the feasibility of controlling the said
flood waters by a drainage project, together with an estimate of the
cost of said improvement.

The bill was ordered fo be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,

ABSISTANT TO ENGINEER COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 1624) to aunthorize the payment of additional compensation
to the assistants to the engineer commissioner of the District
of Columbia.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER. I object, Mr. Speaker.

SO0BOBA INDIAN RESERVATION,

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the next bill
(H. R. 15092) to authorize an appropriation to pay half the
cost of a bridge near the Soboba Indian Reservation, Calif., has
already been considered on Calendar Wednesday, and, without
objection, the bill will be passed over without prejudice.

There was no objection.

PUELIQ ALLEY IN SBQUARE 1083, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 3771) vacating the alley between lots 16 and 17, square
1083, District of Columbia.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, as there is no one present to .
explain the necessity for vacating this alley, I object.

And they are doing that under the guise

CALIF.
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The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 194) authorizing the President to ascer-
tain, adjust, and pay certain claims of grain elevators and
grain firms to cover insurance and interest on wheat during
the years 1919 and 1920, as per a certain contract authorized by
the President.

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution?

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill has been
passed by the House and Senate and was signed to-day by the
President. Accordingly, it should be stricken from the calendar,
I suggest.

Mr. SINCLAIR. A similar Senate bill was passed.

Mr. HOOPER. And has been signed by the President?

Mr. SINCLAIR. It has been signed; yes.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the better procedure
would be to lay the bill on the table.

Mr. HOOPER. I move then, Mr. Speaker, that this bill be
laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PETERSBURG NATIONAL MILITARY PARK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 13693) to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer a
portion of the Camp Lee Military Reservation to the Peters-
burg National Military Park.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized to transfer to the Petersburg National Military Park such
portion of the Camp Lee Military Reservation, Va., as in his discretion
may be required in connection with the establishment of the Petersburg
National Military Park, as authorized by the Act of Congress approved
July 8, 1926. .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

RADIO AND COMMUNICATION CENTER AT BOLLING FIELD, D. C.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.

13931) to authorize an appropriation for the construction of

.4 building for a radio and communication center at Bolling
Field, D. C.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, may I
inquire why it is not possible for the Government to concentrate
all its radio activities in one station? I understand the Navy
has a high-powered station at Arlington. Are we not doing
exactly what we object to others doing, jamming the atmosphere
with wave lengths?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would say in answer to my distin-
guished colleague from New York that that is exactly the
purpose of this bill. At the present time the radio transmission
is performed in four scattered sections of the District. The
purpose of this bill is to concentrate the radio transmission and
communication centers at one point in the eapital area. It will
be done at a very small expense. The authorized appropriation
is only $30,000. If the gentleman will examine the report on
the bill, he will see that it will effect a very great economy.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will it restrict the area?

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? I understand
the Senate Committee on Military Affairs has recently taken
action with a view to abandoning certain aviation fields. Does
the gentleman know whether Bolling Field is one of those fields
that it is proposed to abandon?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I have not heard of any abandonment
of Bolling Field. There are certain minor objections that exist
in Bolling Field, but I doubt if there has been any serious
proposal to abandon it.

Mr. CRAMTON. The action I refer to might include Bolling
Field without the gentleman’s knowledge. It was action taken
without anyone knowing anything abount it. I have seen a dis-
cussion in the newspapers of a proposition to abandon Bolling
Field.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will notice, there is
an amendment to the bill providing that this communication
center may be in Bolling Field or any other point in the
District of Columbia.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. How about the station at Arlington?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That is a naval station.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Could they not concentrate all the radio
activities there?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT., I am not sure that I am familiar
enough with the details of the subject to answer that specific
guestion. Of course, the Army radio activities and that of the
Navy are entirely separate. As I understand, this is a trans-
mission of radio information as to the atmosphere in various
parts of the country for the purpose of aviation.

Mr. CRAMTON. What does the gentleman think, if the
Military Committees are about to reopen the proposition that
was up two or three years ago to decide which fields are to be
abandoned in the future; if that is the case, would it not be well
to have all the appropriation bills affecting aviation fields held
in abeyance until the legislative program is determined upon?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would say to my distinguished friend
from Michigan that that time is so far off that it would not be
worth while to hold this necessary measure in abeyance on that
accord. The bill is not a very important bill as far as the
amount involved is concerned but very important in its pur-
pose, and I hope the gentlemen who express interest in it, in
view of the fact that the object is important, will resolve any
doubt they may have in favor of its passage and refrain from
any objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, may I say this—I am not going
to object. I understood that Congress passed a bill two or three
years ago designating what fields would be retained. I had
not supposed the question was now before Congress as to the
discontinuance of any of these fields. I learned incidentally
that it is up before the Senate, but as the gentleman has indi-
cated I assume that Congress is not going to reverse itself
within two years.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, it is not the amount of land
to be used but it is a question of the use of the air. At the
present time we are seeking to limit the number of privately
owned stations, and it seems to me that the Government ought
to set a good example and concentrate all the radio activities at
one station. We have a powerful station at Arlington. I think
we ought to have more information upon this bill and I ask
unanimons consent that it go over without prejudice,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL in the chair). The
gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent that the bill
go over without prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ABRAHAM LINCOLN NATIONAL PARK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15657) to provide for the improvement and preservation of the
land and buildings of the Abraham Linceln National Park or
reservation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
which I expect to do, no one in this House but is thoroughly in
sympathy with any proposal to honor the memory of Abraham
Lincoln, so that that is not involved in my attitude on this bill.
The bill is entirely unnecessary. There is just as much law
authorizing appropriations for the maintenance and improve-
ment of the Abraham Lineoln National Park as there will be
if we pass this bill. I have read the report. I have sympathy
with the idea that probably more funds are needed for that pur-
pose, but I have confidence that if that matter is presented in a
proper way, if something more than mere resolutions of the
Chamber of Commerce of Hodgenville are available, that the
appropriation estimates will come in in a regular way and the
money necessary will be appropriated, whatever it may be. I
have here extracts from the act which is now law that makes
it perfectly clear that appropriations are authorized. If appro-
priations without limit are now authorized by existing law, why
pass a new law to authorize appropriations?

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of War sub-
mitted an estimate of something over $80,000 for these appropria-
tions. The Director of the Budget said that he was not sure
aboui the authorization involved in the basic act of 1916, and
he thought there would have to be or ought to be further legis-
lation. If this could have come through the regular channels,
there would have been no occasion for this bill, but the Burean
of the Budget has not taken that position. This is the only way
in which this property can be properly ecared for.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I can not imagine that the
Bureau of the Budget will take that position finally, If they do,
it means that we will have to duplicate all of our laws authoriz-
ing appropriations. In section 211, reading part of it, we find
the following:
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The United States accepts title to the lands mentioned in the deed of
gift or conveyance now in the possession of the Becretary of War, to-
gether with all of the buildings and appurtenances thereon, especially
the log cabin in which Abrabam Lincoln was born and the memorial
hall inclosing the same; * * * that the land therein described in
such deed or conveyance * * * ghall be forever dedicated to the
purposes of a national park or reservation, the United States of Ameriea
agreeing to protect and preserve the said lands, buildings, and appur-
tenances, and especially the log cabin in which Abraham Lincoln was
born and the memorial hall inclosing the same, from spoliation and
destruction and further disintegration, to the end that they may be
preserved for all time. * * *

That clearly, just as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
MoormAaN] has asserted in his speech, establishes law and au-
thority for the appropriations. Section 212 provides among
others things:

* * * and further shall forever protect, preserve, and maintain
gaid land, buildings, and appurtenances, and especially the log cabin,
* * * {0 the end that they may be preserved for all time as far as
may be as a national park or reservation.

We give there the duty to the War Department to maintain
and protect this memorial, and that earries with it, as the Chair
here has repeatedly ruled, authority for appropriations.

Mr. THATCHER. But what is to be done swhen the Bureau
of the Budget is unwilling to pass these estimates submitted by
the War Department on to the Committee on Appropriations?

Mr. CRAMTON. I can not believe that after they read the
law the Burean of the Budget will refuse the estimate on that
ground.

Mr. THATCHER. But I discussed this matter with General
Lord himself, and that was his view of the question. That is
the only purpose of this bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. The law is just as clear as can be. The
responsibility is here to preserve and protect, and that carries
with it authority to appropriate money for that purpose.

Mr. THATCHER. This bill has the sanction of the War
Departnrent and is shown to be not inconsistent with the finan-
cial program of the President. It can do no harm to pass the
bill. It will clear up the matter and will enable the proper
appropriations to be submitted.

Mr. CRAMTON, Has the gentleman a letter from the Budgel
Burean that they hold that the law does not give authority?

Mr. THATCHER. There is a letter saying that it is not
inconsistent with the financial program of the President.

Mr. MOORMAN. Here is a letter from the War Department,
Washington, January 1

Mr. CRAMTON. I have read the letter in the report, and not
only that, but I have read the speech of the gentleman from
Kentucky and I agree with him that legislation is unnecessary.
I shall either object to it or ask to have it go over.

Mr. THATCHER. The gentlenran can object if he wishes.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I object.

BENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from the
Speaker's table and under the rule referred as follows:

S.4438. An act authorizing the State of Indiana to construct,
maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Hvansville, Ind.; to the Commitiee on  Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

BILLS PREBENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr, CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee did on February 2, 1929, present to
the President, for his approval, bills of the House of the follow-
ing titles:

H. R. 6864. An act to authorize the Postmaster General to re-
quire sieamship companies to carry the mail when tendered ;

H.R.13414. An act to amend section 1396 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States relative to the appointment of
chaplains in the Navy;

H. R. 13507. An act to amend section 3 of Public Act No. 230
(37 Stat. L. p. 194) ;

H. R.14920. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Wisconsin to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Rock River, at or near Center Avenue,
Janesville, Rock County, Wis.;

H. R. 15324, An act anthorizing the attendance of the Marine
Band at the Confederate Veterans' reunion to be held at Char-
lotte, N. C.; and

H. J. Res. 340. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary
of the Treasury to cooperate with the other relief creditor
governments in making it possible for Austria to float a loan in

RECORD—HOUSE Q1T

order to obtain funds for the furtherance of its reconstruction
program, and to conclude an agreement for the settlement of the
indebtedness of Austria to the United States,

MESBAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of his secre-
taries, who also informed the House that on the following dates
the President approved and signed bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

On January 18, 1929:

H. R.4280. An act to correct military record of John W.
Cleavenger, deceased.

On January 19, 1929:

H.R.11719. An act to revise the boundaries of the Lassen
Voleanie National Park, in the State of California, and for other
purposes;

H. R. 15067. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free high-
way bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana highway
No. 21 meefs Texas highway No. 45;

H. R.15088. An act to provide for the extension of the boun-
dary limits of the Lafayette National Park in the State of Maine
;nd for change of name of said park to the Acadia National

ark ;

H. R.5528. An act to enable electricians, radio electricians,
chief electricians, and chief radio electricians to be appointed to
the grade of ensign;

H.R.7729. An act to divest goods, wares, and merchandise
manufactured, produced, or mined by convicts or prisoners of
their interstate character in certain cases;

H. R. 8327. An act for the relief of certain members of the
Navy and Marine Corps who were discharged because of mis-
representation of age;

H. R.13249. An act to authorize an increase in the limit of
cost of alterations and repairs to certain naval vessels;

H. R.13645. An act to establish two United States narcotic
farms for the confinement and treatment of persons addicted
to the use of habit-forming narcotic drugs who have been con-
victed of offenses against the United States, and for other pur-
poses ;

H. R. 14660. An act to anthorize alterations and repairs to the
U. 8. 8. California ;

H. R. 14922. An act to authorize an increase in the limit of
cost of two fleet submarines :

H. R.5617. An act to limit the date of filing claims for re-
tainer pay ;

H. R.5944. An act for the relief of Walter D. Lovell ;

H. R.7209. An act to provide for the care and treatment of
naval patients, on the active or retired list, in other Government
hospitals when naval hospital facilities are not available:

H. R.8859. An act for the relief of Edna E. Snably;

H. R.13498. An act for the relief of Clarence P. Smith ; and

H. R. 13744. An act to provide for the acquisition by Parker
I-See-O Post, No. 12, All-American Indian Legion, Lawton, Okla.,
of the east half northeast quarter northeast quarter northwest
quarter of section 20, township 2 north, range 11 west, Indian
meridian, in Comanche County, Okla.;

On January 21, 1929:

H. R.10157. An act making an additional grant of lands for
the support and maintenance of the Agricultural College and
School of Mines of the Territory of Alaska, and for other
purposes ;

H. R.10550. An act to provide for the acgnisition by Meyer
Shield Post No. 92, American Legion, Alva, Okla., of lot 19,
block 41, the original town site of Alva, Okla.; and

H. R. 12775. An act providing for a grant of land to the county
of San Juan, in the State of Washington for recreational and
public-park purposes.

On January 22, 1929 :

(IH' %1 10908. An act for the relief of IL. Pickert Fish Co.
ne.).

On January 24, 1929:

H. R.4920. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to
award a Nicaraguan campaign badge to Capt. James P. Wil-
liams, in recognition of his services to the United States in the
Niearagua campaign of 1912 and 1913.

On January 25, 1929 ; .

H. R.1320. An act for the relief of James W. Pringle; and

H. R.15569. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the
Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1930, and for other purposes.

On January 28, 1929:

H. R. 8988. An act for the relief of Milton Longsdorf;
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H. R.12879. An act to repeal section 1445 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States; and

H. R. 15472. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend
War Department eguipment for use at the eleventh national
convention of the American Legion.

On January 29, 1929:

H. R. 5953. An act for the relief of E. L. F. Auffurth;

H. R. 6704. An act for the relief of Harry Pincus;

H. R.9049. An act to amend section 227 of the Judicial Code;

H. R. 9509. An act for the relief of Ray Ernest Smith;

H. R. 10125. An act for the relief of Leo Scheuren;

H. R.10126. An act for the relief of Loretta Pepper;

H. R.10472. An act to authorize the appointment of Master
Sergea_nt August J. Mack as a warrant officer, United States
Army

H. R 10974. An act for the relief of Carl Holm; and

H.R.13144. An act to cede certain lands 1n the State of
Idaho, including John Smiths Lake, to the State of Idabo for
fish-cultural purposes, and for other purposes.

On January 30, 1929:

I. R.6350. An act for the relief of Bertram Lehman.

On January 31, 1929:

H. R. 7411, An act for the relief of Gilbert Faustina and John
Alexander ; and

H. R. 14150. An act to amend section 279 of the Judicial Code.

On February 2, 1929:

H.R. 940. An act for the relief of Michael J. Fraher;

H. R.2098. An act for the relief of Alonzo Northrup;

H. R. 3268. An act for the relief of John G. DeCamp;

H. R. 11859. An act for the relief of B. C, Miller;

H. R. 12236. An act to provide an appropriation for the payment
of claims of persons who suffered property damage, death, or per-
sonal injury due to the explosion at the naval ammunition depot,
Lake Denmark, N, J., July 10, 1926, and to provide a means for
further investigation and payment in certain cases;

H. R. 12995. An act for the relief of Etta B. Leach Johnson;

H. R. 14452, An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., the United States Coast
Guard cutter Bear;

H. R.14925. An act to authorize repayment of certain excess
amounts paid by purchasers of lots in the town sites of Bowdoin,
Mont., and for other purposes; and

H. J. Res. 350. Joint resolution to provide for the reappoint-
ment of Frederic A. Delano and Irwin B, Laughlin as members
of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution.

On February 4, 1929:

H. R. 4589. An act for the relief of Dan A. Morrison; and

H. R. 9570. An act to provide for the transfer of the returns
office from the Interior Department to the General Accounting
Office, and for other purposes.

THE CoNsENT CALENDAR

EMPLOYMENT OF ENXGINEERS FOR CONBULTATION PURPOSES ON EECLA-
MATION WORK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
4528) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to employ engi-
neers and economists for consultation purposes on important
reclamation work,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
last week I took oceasion, on the floor of the House, to call
attention to the continuation of reclamation work in connec-
tion with the situmafion that confronts this country in regard
to marketing its surplus crops. This is one of the bills that
affects that situation, because there is more .in this proposal
than shows on the surface. In a letter from Dr. Elwood Mead,
the Commissioner of Reclamation, we find the statement that
these experts are necessary for the purpose of considering the
location of dams and dam sites in the Columbia River Basin,
a new proposition not yet fully authorized.

The proposal is one of several proposals now pending, and
I understand from information I have that the House may
consider the matter this affernoon under suspension of the
rules. I simply want to call the attention of the House to the
fact that I am going to object to this bill and all of these
proposals from now on.

Mr. CRAMTON. Before the gentleman commits himself too
definitely let me explain this sitnation to the gentleman.
Whether a Member is opposed to new reclamation projects or
favors them should have nothing to do in regard to his attitude
toward this bill. The passage of this bill does not approve any
new projects or extend any old ones. It is only intended to do
this, that where investigations are authorized or where projects
are approved that the engineering and geological work, if I
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may use that term, shall be conducted as wisely and as effi-
clently as possible. If the appropriations are made for these
investigations the appropriations will be used whether this bill
passes or not, and these investigations will be made whether
this bill passes or not. If this bill does pass it enables the
Secretary of the Interior, where he thinks it is necessary, to
use outside help in connection with these investigations, instead
of confining it entirely to the Reclamation Service. A gentle-
man whether he is for an extension of projects or not, ought
not to permit it to influence his attitude toward this bill. He
ought to desire this, as a Member of this House he ought to
desire that these investigations be made as efficiently as pos-
gible, and that is all this does.

Mr. McFADDEN. I will say I am referring now to the re-
port, Here is the letter from Elwood Mead, commissioner, in
answer to what the gentleman said here——

Mr. CRAMTON. I have read the quotation. There will be no
investigation until that investigation is authorized by Congress,
Some investigations are now authorized and under way, and if
the investigation is authorized then under this experts could be
called in, but this resolution of itself does not authorize any
investigation.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?
to secure some information.

Mr, CRAMTON. If I may be permitted.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Is it the understanding of the gen-
tleman from Michigan and the gentleman from Idaho, chairman
of the committee [Mr. SmrTH], that any charge incurred under
the authorization of this bill under general law would be
chargeable against the project?

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I assume, as far as I am concerned.
that no expenditure under this would be charged against the
project, as the language——

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Is it the understanding of the gen-
tleman from Idaho that this applies only to authorized projects,
reclamation projects?

Mr. SMITH. That is my understanding; only projects al-
ready under way.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Is it the understanding of the gentle-
man from Idaho that the Director of Reclamation, if this bill
should be enacted into law, would have the power to incur addi-
tional obligations in a case, for instance, like the authorization
carried in the Swing-Johnson bill, where $165,000,000 had been
appropriated for that project?

Mr, CRAMTON. Not yet appropriated, but authorized. May
I supplement what I said before as to how this would be
charged?

This bill does not earry an appropriation, and the Secretary
of the Interior can not make use of this authority unless under
some appropriation made by Congress.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, I thank the gentleman, That is the
case precisely.

Mr. CRAMTON. The existing appropriation for examination
is out of the reclamation fund. Other examinations may be
made out of the reclamation fund or not.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Let me put the question this way, in
order to arrive at a proper understanding; Under the authoriza-
tion carried in this bill, if an appropriation should follow for
the purposes therein designated, would it be possible to employ
an economist on such a project as I have indicated, on the so-
called Boulder Dam proposition, for which there is an authoriza-
tion of $165,000,000 to be appropriated?

Mr. CRAMTON. My recollection is that that will depend en-
tirely on the language under which the appropriation is made.
My recollection is that the language surrounding that appro-
priation for investigation each year is such that it would be
available for that purpose if the amount of money is available.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I have communicated with the Direc-
tor of Reclamation, and his answer has been satisfactory. He
states now that he could not under any authorization of appro-
priation that is made in this bill expend any money in the
case to which I have directed the gentleman’s attention, for
the reason that no reclamation project has yet been authorized.
If that policy is to be followed, I would hdve no objection to
this legislation.

Mr. CRAMTON. I would not want to dispute with anyone
without the langunage before me, but it is my recollection that
that $100,000 a year is used each year for the study of projects
not authorized by Congress.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I think the gentleman is right.

Mr. CRAMTON. And, as a matter of fact, they would not

1 desire

care to use from that small fund, because the Boulder Dam is a
big project, and they would want to use the money for that
particular purpose.

Mr. McFADDEN. I would like to say further, in answer to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramrox] that he has
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not answered the situation at all. I want to quote here from
the letter of Elwood Mead, the commissioner, under date of
December 21, 1928, in which he says, writing to Representative
SMITH:

The Bureaun of Reclamation is now building, or preparing plans for
building, dams at Owyhee in Oregon, Easton on the Yakima River in
Washington, Deadwood Dam in Idaho, Avalon Dam in New Mexico, is
required by law to investigate the feasibility of a dam on the upper
Gila River, will soon be called upon to prepare plans for Boulder Dam,
and consider the location of dams and dam sites on the Columbia Basin,

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that the pro-
posed Owyhee Dam——

Mr. McFADDEN. I am not referring to the Owyhee Dam.
I am referring to the Columbia River Basin.

Mr. CRAMTON. The Owyhee Dam in Oregon, the Deadwood
Dam in Idaho, and the Avalon Dam in New Mexico are ali
now authorized by law. The Boulder Dam is now authorized
by law. The Columbia River Basin is not now authorized by
law.

_ Mr. McFADDEN. That is the reason why 1 am saying what
I said in regard to this legislation. I want to see to it that
it is not authorized.

Mr. CRAMTON. None of the money mentioned in this bill
will be nsed to investigate any of these unless there is an appro-
priation or an instruction of some kind.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, The gentleman does not eclaim that
the Boulder Dam legislation authorizes any reclamation?

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order,
becanse the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McFAppEN]
says he is going to object anyhow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded.

Mr, SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I am chairman of the committee
that reported this bill, and I have had no opportunity to explain
it, and request the gentleman to withhold his objection.

Mr. McFADDEN. I object.

The SPEAKHER pro tempore.
will report the next bill.

BOARD OF VISITORS, UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 16273) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for
the membership of the Board of Visitors, United States Mili-
%?é Academy, and for other purposes,” approved May 17,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? :

Mr.. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, some time ago we provided for a Board of Visitors
at West Point. We amended it after my objection to its origi-
nal form by providing that when the board visits West Point
to inspect that institution we notify the superintendent of the
time of their coming, so that lo and behold! when the visitors
come, the band is there to greet them, and the officers and the
guard come out to meet them. Now, this board wants to take
with it a retinue of secretaries and clerks. This bill provides
for the expense of the clerks to accompany the visitors. I ean
not see any worthy purpose to be subserved by enlarging the
purpose of the bill, and I submit now that I shall reserve the
right to object.

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amendment
is to permit the Board of Visitors at West Point to take with
them the necessary clerical help. Under the provisions of the
Board of Visitors bill, which was passed at the last session of
Congress, the Subcommittee on Military Affairs of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations recommended an appropriation for the
Board of Visitors to go to West Point at least once a year to
make an inspection, go over the estimates, and have hearings
on the projects recommended by the authorities at the United
States Military Academy. This year, when the Board of
Visitors of the Military Affairs Committee visited West Point
the Subcommittee on Appropriations could not go because they
were not able to take with them their clerk, which was neces-
sary to conduct the hearings.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What is to prevent the Committee on
Appropriations, when it wants data and figures, from having
the witnesses come before it?

Mr. MORIN. But they are authorized to go there and visit
the academy, and this will be a more economical procedure.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MORIN. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. If this bill is enacted, these clerks will be
made members of the visiting committee. In the bill you state
that hereafter the Board of Visitors shall consist of certain
Members of Congress and necessary clerical help, so that by this

Objection is heard. The Clerk
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language you are making the clerks members of the Board of
Visitors,

Mr. MORIN. That is not the intention of the bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman consent to the strik-
ing out of the provision on page 2, line 13:

And the superintendent of the academy and the members of the
Board of Visitors shall be notified of such date by the chairmen of
the said committees.

Mr. MORIN. I will not, because that is necessary. How are
you going to have the officers on the ground, who are in charge
of the project and who are asking for the appropriations, unless
you notify them? They might be away on other official business
when the Board of Visitors arrives at the academy.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration
of the bill.

REMOVAL OF SURPLUS BSAND FROM THE MILITARY RESERVATION,
FORT STORY, VA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 14072) to authorize the sale and removal of surplus
sand from the military reservation, Fort Story, Va.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of war is hereby authorized
to permit, under proper regulations, the sale and removal from the
United States Military Reservation, Fort Story, Va., of sand which is
not required for the use of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION, UTAH

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 14924) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant to
the city of Salt Lake, Utah, a portion of the Fort Douglas
Military Reservation, Utah, for street purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, there is no objection to granting this land for the purpose
of giving the city a street and maintaining it and using it as
a street, but I can not understand why the law itself and the
use of the street must be conditioned upon a certain street
railway maintaining tracks on that street.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I think I understand the conditions.
The particular territory that is affected by the terms of this
bill is a small tract of ground at what might be ecalled the
blind end of Fifth South Street, in the city of Salt Lake, Utah.
The title to a small portion of the ground, as described in the
bill, is in the Government and is a part of the Fort Douglas
Military Reservation.

Recently the University of Utah, which originally acquired its
campus from the Government, and which was originally a part
of the reservation, erected a stadium on the southerly portion
of its campus, which now makes it important to use this street
and which also makes it important that street-ear accommoda-
tions be maintained there. It is of no value to the city, except
for the purpose of acecommodating the ecrowds that want to
go to the games, and at this time it would be of as much advan-
tage to the Government as it would be to the University of
Utah or to Salt Lake City. Salt Lake City has no objection to
any condition which would provide for a reversion of the title
to the Government if it is not used for street purposes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say to the gentleman that I have
prepared such an amendment.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Because the city will have no use for
it when it can not use it as a street.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not get my point.
The bill provides:

That said grant shall be subject to the maintenance of street-car
tracks on said street by the Utah Light & Traction Co.

Now, suppose at some later date it is desired to have bus
service there. The minute the tracks are not maintained there
the street would not be an open street any longer.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. The street car company maintains
the bus service. We have a trolley bus service.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman object to the strik-
ing out of the proviso? Salt Lake City can give them their
franchise without making this a condition of the grant.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Which proviso?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The very last proviso. The city can give
them this franchise to run tracks there, but when you make it
the condition that the Government grants this land for street
purposes that is all-controlling,

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. 1 see no objection to it. If the
gentleman sees any objection to that proviso, I have no objec-
tion to its going out, because the street car company already has
the franchise.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have prepared this amendment :

And provided further, That when sald land shall cease to be used
and maintained as a street it shall revert back to the United States,
and the instrument of conveyance shall recite such reversionary
conditions.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I think that will be acceptable.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And strike out the balance of the section?

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I have no objection to that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. With that understanding, I shall not
object,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to grant and convey to the city of Salt Lake,
a municipal corporation of the State of Utah, for street purposes, the
land within the extension of Fifth South Street on the Fort Douglas
Military Reservation, Utah, more particularly described as follows, to
wit: Beginning at the intersection of the north line of Fifth South
Btreet produced and the west line of Fort Douglas United States Military
Reservation, said point being 891.48 feet east and 63.87 feet north of
the city monument at the intersection of Thirteenth Hast and Fifth
Bouth Streets, thence east 1,320 feet, thence south 131.01 feet, thence
west 1,320 feet, thence north 131.01 feet to place of beginning: Pro-
vided, That the city of Balt Lake shall construct and maintain a street
thereon, without expense to the United States: And provided further,
That said grant shall be subject to the maintenance of street-car tracks
on said street by the Utah Light & Traction Co. until such time as they
are abandoned or removed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA : Page 2, line 11, after the colon
insert the following: “And provided further, That when said land shall
cease to be used and maintained as a street it shall revert back to the
United States, and the instrument of conveyance shall recite such
reversionary condition.”

And strike out the balance of the section.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

UNITED STATES YORKTOWN SESQUICENTENNIAL COMMISSION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolution
(H. Con. Res. 46) amending section 6 of the Honse concurrent
resolution establishing the United Siates Yorktown Sesquicenten-
nial Commission.

The Clerk read the title of the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Benatle concurring),
That section 6 of the House concurrent resolution establishing the
United States Yorktown Sesquicentennial Commission be, and the same
is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“8ec. 6. That the commisgion shall on or before the 15th day of
December, 1929, make a report to the Congress in order that enabling
legislation may be enacted.”

The concurrent resolution was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 15211) to amend section 7 of the act entitled “An act to
provide for the promotion of voecational education; to provide
for cooperation with the States in the promotion of such edu-
cation in agriculture and the trades and in industries; to pro-
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vide for cooperation with the States in the preparation of
teachers of vocational subjects; and to appropriate money and
regulate its expenditure,” approved February 23, 1917, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I want to get some information, In the proposed
amendment, in line 7, reference is made to section 6 of this act,
while the existing law refers to section 17 of this title. I
wanted to know if that was intentional or whether it was an
oversight. I think we had better let this go over, if no one
can give us the information,

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this
bill may be passed over without prejudice. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. Reen] does not seem to be on the floor
and I wanted to ask one or two questions about it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection, the bill will
be passed over without prejudice.

There was no objection.

FORD'S THEATER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 7206) to establish a national war memorial museum and
veterans’ headquarters in the building known as Ford's
Theater. i

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair may say for the in-
formation of the House that this bill requires three objections.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
may proceed for two minutes on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle-
man is recognized for two minutes,

There was no objection.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, there is an insertion in this pro-
posed legislation to the effect that ome of the purposes is to
provide a meeting place for the veterans of the Grand Army
of the Republic on account of the fact that the building in
which they have been holding their meetings is going to be
torn down shortly.

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, there is any Member in this
House on either side of the aisle but what wants to do every-
thing he possibly can to show his consideration for these old
veterans. We have shown our desire to do this many times.
We all want to help wherever we can these veterans who, we
sincerely regret, are rapidly passing away; but, Mr. Speaker,
the inguiry I made at the last consent day was whether it is
good judgment fo appropriate $100,000 to make improvements
on a building that, after the improvements are made, wonld
still be unsafe. If I am wrong in this attitude I would be
glad to have the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. YaTes], for whom
I have great respect and whose judgment I value highly, to
state whether or not if such improvements are made the build-
ing is going to be safe, or whether these old veterans who are
going to hold their meetings in this building are going to be in
anger.

Mr. YATES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. YATES. I have in my hand a letter from Charles A,
Peters, structural engineer of the Bureau of Public Buildings
and Public Parks under Col. U. 8. Grant. This letter is dated
February 2, 1929, and is on the subject of remodeling Ford's

‘Theater.

Let me say that because of the inguiry of the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Dyer], which was a pertinent inguiry and per-
fectly proper, I asked for an opinion on this subject, and this
engineer writes:

My Dear Mz, Yares: In reply to your inquiry concerning the fire-
proof character of the Ford's Theater, I wish to state that under the
provigions of the bill now pending before Congress, this offlce con-
templates remodeling the bullding into a modern fireproof structure
which will be equal in all respects to the fireproof structures of to-day.

Does that answer the gentleman?

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Before I yield, may I say that the statement
of the gentleman from Illinois with respect to the inguiry which
I addressed to him satisfies me upon that question, and that
was the only objection I had in mind.

Mr. YATES. Yes; I so understood.

Mr. DYER. I will reserve my objection so that the gentle-
man from Massachusetts may make a statement, but 1 shall
not insist upon the objection.
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Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. YATES. I do not understand whether there has been
an objection or not.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. DYER. I reserved the right to object for the gentle-
man to make a statement.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. DYER. Then I withdraw my objection.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, may I submit another parlia-
mentary inguiry? At this stage of the proceedings is it neces-
sary to have three objections? Should that be required at this
moment or later?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would be required later on.

Mr. UNDERHILIL. Mr, Speaker, I brought this matter to
the attention of the Members of the Housge when the Consent
Calendar was up before, and although I have been interviewed
in the interim by various groups and individuals, the objections
which I raised at that time have in no wise been met; in fact,
I find that those who have visited me are under a grave
misapprehension, and after an explanation on my part have
been convinced that I was absolutely right in raising my ob-
Jjection.

It is a sad commentary upon the Distriet of Columbia—not
upon the Nation—that it has noft provided adequate quarters
for the veterans of the Grand Army. This should be done, and
1 have pledged myself for one to do everything in my power to
secure proper quarters for the veterans of the Grand Army and
such other veteran organizations as may need it.

Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes.

Mr. AYRES. Does not the gentleman think it is somewhat
late now?

Mr. UNDERHILIL. I do not think so; I think it can be
accomplished. However, the best thing to do under the circum-
stances is to allow this bill to go over without prejudice, and
then get together and see if we can not iron out the differences
and find some solution of the immediate necessity for the Grand
Arnry veterans and other affiliated bodies. Dut as far as reced-
ing from the position I took previously I refuse to back down
one single ineh. The same objections are as valid to-day as they
were before. I am going to do everything I can to prevent the
preservation of this gruesome, morbid, disgraceful monument
to the memory of a murderer, rather than a monument to the
life and accomplishments of Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the matter be
passed over without prejudice in order that we may take it up
as soon as possible and see if we can not find some place for the
veterans of the Grand Army and other kindred organizations
to meet.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. YATES and Mr. BLANTON objected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. UNDERHILL, Mr. BLACK of Texas, and Mr, HUD-
DLESTON objected. ;

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have it distinctly
understood that there are three objections.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The three objections will be
stated in the Recorp.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the Recorp this letter that I read fronr the architect, and an
additional statement from Colonel Grant. In support of them
I want to say one word, if I may have unanimous consent, before
the bill is disposed of. I want to say this, and I am very
anxious that every Member of the House should consider it. On
Saturday Colonel Grant and I and General Clem, a Grand Army
veteran, and Mr. Dillon, representative of the veterans of the
war with Spain, went over this building inch by inch and then
went over the little old building in which are housed the relics
of Abraham Lincoln for which this nation paid $50,000.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, it is an absolute shame the way
in which the things we bought are now placed. If you will
go down in the cellar of that place, you will find a collection
there, not belonging to the United States, as I understand it,
but to Mr. Oldroyd, who is not to blame, and I do not criticize
him, where the touch of one match will absolutely destroy the
whole value of the collection. In the community where I live,
the home of Abraham Lincoln, we would not think for one
moment of leaving those things in the eondition they now are.

You object to the bill—I have no criticism of that—but some-
thing ought to be done, and done without a moment's delay,
to preserve these things. They are not intrinsically valuable,
but they could not be replaced in a thousand years.
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The matter referred to by Mr. Yares follows:

PuBLIC BUILDINGS AND PUBLIC PARKS OF THE NATIONAL CAPITAL,
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1929,
Hon. RICHARD YATES,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
Subject : Remodeling Ford Theater Building.

My Dear Me. Yares: In reply to your inquiry concerning the fire-
proof character of the Ford Theater, I wish to state that under the pro-
vigions of the bill now pending before Congress, this office contemplates
remodeling the building into a modern fireproof structure which will be
equal in all respeets to the fireproof structures of to-day.

Very respectfully,
CHARLES A, PETERS, Jr.,
Btructural Engineer.
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND PUBLIC PARKS OF THE NATIONAL CAPITAL,
Washington, D. 0., February 1, 1929,
Hon. RICHARD YATES,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
Subject : Remodeling Ford Theater Building.

My Dear MRr. Yarss: Supplementing my letter of January 29, 1929,
and in further reply to your request of January 30, 1929, for my per-
sonal opinion in regard to the reconstruction of the Ford Theater pro-
posed by Mr. Rathbone's bill (H. R. 7206), I submit the following:

The first reason for the measure was to provide fireproof and adequate
room for the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics, which for many years
has been in the house in which President Lincoln died, which is a fire
trap and has not adequate room for the proper display of the existing
collection in such a way that the public can really view it to advantage.
The Ford Theater Building, a fireproof building already in the posses-
sion of the Government, naturally suggested itself, not only because it
was about the right size and had the characteristies desired and because
it could be fixed up for the purpose at the minimum cost to the Govern-
ment, but also because it was the actual site of President Lincoln's
martyrdom. Within the walls still existing the tragic shot was fired.

To these reasons should be added another very important one to
the publie, namely, that the location of the Ford Theater Building is
most convenlent, while it might be very difficult to find any other
equally accessible place in which to give it suitable housing. Now, if the
Government's expenditure in buying this collection is to result in the
greatest publie good, the collection should be accessible to the hotel and
business districts in which visitors to Washington find themselves the
greater part of the time.

For all these reasons, the convenience of the public, less cost for
initial work and maintenance, and the sentimental association, it has
appeared to me that the collection could not be more suitably housed
than in the Ford Theater Bullding. While I fully appreciate and in
some measure sympathize with Mr. UNDERHILL'S abhorrence of the
crime committed in this building and bhis desire not to emphasize it
unnecessarily in the public mind, I believe that it already occupies such
an important place in history and is so associated in the public mind
with Mr. Lincoln’s public services to the Nation, because it brought
them to an abrupt close just at the time when the most serious politi-
cal questions of reconstruction were arising, that I doubt whether any
ignoring of the site and physical remnants would tend to efface the
memory of the erime. In my opinion the reconstruction of the box and
in a general way of the theater auditorium, together with the loca-
tion in the building of a collection of relics so intimately connected
with President Lincoln’s life, most suitably enshrines the collection
and appropriately summarizes the long period of his great public serv-
jces by housing them in the surroundings in which his labors for the
Nation so tragically ended.

Therefore, when Mr. Rathbone asked me to give him an estimate of
the cost of putting the building in condition to house the collection
and to make of the Ford Theater itself a Lincoln and Civil War
Museum, it seemed quite natural to consider in the matter a partial
restoration of the aunditorium of the theater, including a replica of the
box occupied by President Lincoln on that fatal night. It was thought
best not to reproduce the auditorium exactly in all its features; first,
because some of the details were not known, and, secondly, because
carrying it to its original height would reduce the floor space too much
and not leave enough room assured for further aceretions to the collee-
tion. However, very full information exists about the stage and the
box, both in contemporary descriptions and pictures, so that It wonld
be possible to reproduce the box and its surroundings with accuracy.
It is noteworthy that since the purchase of the collection by the Govern-
ment many additional Lincoln relics have been offered, and it may be
expected that such offers will be continued. Moreover, Mr. Oldroyd
himself has indicated his readiness to donate a considerable additional
collection of Civil War memorabilin if the collection is located in the
Ford Theater Building under conditions adequately protecting it against
fire and other probable damage.

I understood from the chairman of the Commission of Fine Arts that
this proposal had the commission's approval, and it seemed to me that
it would have a real interest to the public, both from the association
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with Mr. Lincoln's last moments and from the standpoint of retaining
for future generations the appearances and scale of theater of that day.

In this connection Mr. Rathbone was very much interested in the
possibility of such an auditorium being used for patriotic exercises on
Mr. Lincoln’s birthday and similar occasions, as well as affording a
more or less consecrated meeting place for patriotic socleties, At the
present time the Grand Army of the Republic is reduced in pumbers
and is being moved out by the Government from the guarters it has so
long occupied at 1412 Pennsylvania Avenue. To have such a meeting
place would be a great help to this organization and would certainly
be a privilege much appreciated by the veterans who fought the
country’s battles under Mr. Lincoln's administration. We must look
forward to the time in 15 or 20 years when the Spanish War veterans
will be in the same situation as the Grand Army of the Republic are
to-day, and at a still further period in the future the American Legion
will welcome the opportunity to hold meetings in such a place when
its numbers and financial ability to rent larger quarters have dimin-
ished H. R. 72068 provides for such use of the parts of the building not
needed for the primary use of housing the now Government-owned
exhibit of relics.

Very respectfully,
U. 8. GranT, 3d, Director.

The bill and report is as follows:
H. R, 7206, Seventieth Congress, first session
Ix TR HousE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 13, 1927.

Mr, Rathbone introduced the following bill, which was referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed.
Janoary 17, 1928, committed to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union and ordered to be printed :

A bill (H. R. 7208) to establish a mational war memorial museum and
veterans' headquarters in the building known as Ford’s Theater

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Director of Public Buildings and Publie
Parks of the National Capital is authorized and directed to make such
alterations and repairs to the building known as Ford’s Theater as may
be necessary to permit the use of such building for the following pur-
poses ;

(1) As a museum for war relice and other articles of national and
patriotic interest; and the director is authorized, in his discretion, to
ficcept on behalf of the United Btates articles which may be offered as
additions to the museum ;

(2) As a permanent repository for the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln
relles purchased by the United Btates under authority of the act en-
titled “An act for the purchase of the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln
relics,” approved May 11, 1926 ; and

(3) Under rules and regulations prescribed by the director, as a na-
tional headquarters of the Grand Army of the Republic and of other
veterans' organizations.,

BEC. 2, There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of
$100,000, or 8o much thereof as may be mnecessary, to cover the cost of
Buch alterations and repairs, including the cost of preparing necessary
plans, specifications, and estimates (which shall be subject to the ap-
proval of the Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the
Natlonal Capital and the Commission of Fine Arts), and the cost of
personal services.

8EC. 3. Responsibility for the care, maintenance, and protection of
suci building is hereby transferred from the Becretary of War to the
Director of Public Bulldings and Public Parks of the National Capital,
and, upon completion of the alterations and repairs authorized to be
made by this act, such building shall be known as the national war
memorial museum and veterans' headquarters, and shall, together with
all exhibits and other articles housed therein, be under the jurisdiction
of the Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National
Capital. There are authorized to be appropriated annually such
amounts, to be expended under the direction of such director, as may
be necessary for the care, maintenance, and protection of such museum
and veterans’ headquarters and the exhibits and other articles housed
therein.

[H. Rept. No, 209, 70th Cong., 1st sess.]
ESTABLISHMENT OF A LiNcoLy MEMORIAL MusEuM IN BriLpiNg Exowx
A8 Forp'Ss THEATER

Mr. Beers, from the Committee on the Distriect of Columbia, sub-
mitted the following report to accompany H. R. T206:

The dwelling in which President Lincoln died houses the Oldroyd
collection of Lincoln relics which the Government has acquired., The
building is not fireproof, and with its valuable contents it may at any
time be destroyed. It is not safe for any large crowd of visitors and it
is not large enough for the present collection, to say nothing of any
additions. Across the street is Ford’s Theater, where the President was
ghot. This was acquired by the Government soon after the tragedy in
order that it might never again be used as a theater or put to com-
mercial use. It has of late been used as a Government storehouse,
which 1s not compatible with its tragie associations.
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It seems eminently fitting that the Oldroyd collection shall be trans-
ferred to the Ford Building after that has been suitably remodeled,
Your committee therefore advises the passage of H. R. T208.

The eost of repairing and remodeling Ford's Theater has been care-
fully estimated by the Director of Public Buildings and Grounds for the
Distriet of Columbia and other responsible persons who state that the
total amount required to be expended would not exceed $100,000. It
should be borne in mind that in any event considerable repairs would
have to be made to the building in the very near future.

Carefully prepared charts and diagrams of the interior of Ford's
Theater have also been made, which show the arrangements of the three
floors of the bullding as it would be when remodeled.

Besides the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics, numbering several
thousand pieces, and now the property of the United States, other Lin-
coln collections of value and of interest are promised which could be
suitably exhibited when Ford's Theater is converted into a national
museum,

It seems to the committee that another use, to which Ford's Theater
could well be put to the greatest advantage, would be to establish there
a headquarters for the veterans of the Grand Army of the Republie.
These old soldiers now are with only a very small and unsatisfactory
rented space in a building, which is soon to be torn down. Surely in
the Nation’s Capital some provision should be made for a headquarters
for these veterans,

This bill has been indorsed by a large number of organizations of the
highest standing, not only of veterans but of other civic and patriotic
bodies,

Your committee therefore unanimously recommends that the bill H. R.
7206 do pass.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the
bill, and I was hopeful that the Members who objected to the
consideration of the bill would withdraw their objections,

If they knew the situation down there and the necessity for
an adequate building for the preservation of these memorial
articles, I think no man in the House would object.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Why can they not be put in the
National Museum?

Mr. BLANTON. They are one collection concerning the
life of one man, and the people in my country revere his memory
just as do the people in the State of Massachusetts,

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I ecall attention to the faet that the
gentleman's objection was the one that killed the bill and not
ours.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. I objected to postponing it. I was
trying to keep my friend from Massachusetts from killing it by
putting it off.

If we could get this bill up and pass it, it would have a
chance to pass the Senate and become a law before the Con-
gress ends, Let me say this in behalf of the memory of our
departed friend from Illinois, Henry Rathbone. This is his
bill. He worked night and day and convinced every man on
the committee that this is a good bill and ought to pass.
Everyone who knew Mr., Rathbone knows that he was a con-
scientions and faithful servant of the people, and out of respect
to his memory—and he gave his life here in the service of the
people—I hope my friends will withdraw their objections and
let the bill pass. It is a good bill, and it ought to pass. If a
proper building is not given, the first thing we know the sweep
of a flame of a match or the fall of a cigarette stub will wipe

_out that collection. It ought to be preserved.

Mr. YATES. And if not, Mr. Speaker, within a very short
time the expenditure of at least $50,000 will be necessary. I
think we ought to meet the emergency now before the last
goldier marches over the hill.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to speak for three minutes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts asks unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr, Speaker, I do not want the House
to get a wrong impression from anything I have said or that
anyone else has said on the floor of the House. There is no
feeling of enmity in my heart against anyone. There is no
endeavor upon my part to kill a worthy proposition. It is my
opinion that within a week proper measures could be presented
to this Hounse which would provide for no greater expenditure
than is contemplated here, and the erection, if necessary, of
quarters to house these records and to house also the veterans
of the Grand Army of the Republic. My objection, and I
think the objection of those who joined with me, comes from a
feeling of horror that the perpetuation of a building which was

the site of a tragedy from which the world has not yet recov-
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ered, instead of being a monument and a memento to the life
and works and the mercy and kindness of our martyred Presi-
dent, would become a monument to his murderer, John Wilkes
Booth, You could not prevent it under the terms of this bill,
and if you should consider this bill, it would be almost impos-
sible to so amend the bill upon the floor of the House as to
meet the objections which I voice. If anyone is to blame for
something which may occur in the future, the blame must rest
with those who objected to laying the matter over for a week
for further consideration, not to me.

Mr. YATES. Mr, Speaker, do I understand that the bill goes
over because it has had three objections?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is off the calendar for
the present session.

Mr. YATES. What is the present condition of the bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the Union Calendar.
The bill is off the Consent Calendar for the balance of this
session, but it remains on the Union Calendar.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
speak for a quarter of a minute, to speak to the gentleman from
INinois.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. If the distingunished ex-Governor of Illinois
will get permission of the Speaker at 3 o'clock, when suspensions
will be in order, to take up this bill under suspension of the
rules, I think he could pass it under suspension.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. YATES. Would a motion to suspend the rules and pass
the bill be in order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would, if the Speaker would
recognize the gentleman for that purpose.

Mr. YATES. I have already interviewed the Speaker on that
point, and he says not to-day.

EQUALIZING PAY OF CERTAIN CLASSES OF OFFICERS, UNITED STATES
ARMY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (S,
3569) to equalize the pay of certain classes of officers of the
Regular Army.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I objeet.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object.

DOUBLE PENSION FOR DISABILITY FROM AVIATION DUTIES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8,
8198) to amend the act of March 38, 1915, granting double pengion
for disability from aviation duty, Navy or Marine Corps, by
inserting the word *“ Army,” so as to read: “ Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr, Speaker, I object.

DENTAL CORPS, UNITED STATES NAVY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 480) for the relief of certain officers of the Dental Corps
of the United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. DMr. Speaker, I object.

TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LAND IN OREGON

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 4036) to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer the
control of certain lands in Oregon to the Secretary of the
Interior.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk
will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to
transfer to the control of the Secretary of the Interior, for the use
and benefit of certain Indians now using and occupying the land as a
fishing camp site, two irregular-shaped parecels of land containing in the
aggregnte approximately T acres, located in lot. 1 of sectionm 17 and
in lots 1 and 2 of section 20, township 2 north, range 15 east, Willa-
mette meridian, Oregon, originally acquired by the United States as a

Is there objection?
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right of way for a projected boat railway in connection with the
improvements of The Dalles-Celilo section of the Columbia River:
Provided, That a strip 40 feet wide be reserved from such transfer for a
roadway connection between the lock keeper's grounds at Celilo and the
Columbia River Highway."

The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
13038) to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer the control
of certain land in Oregon to the Secretary of the Interior.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr, LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, this bill is an identieal bill to
the one just passed, and I ask unanimous consent that this bill
lie on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

There was no objection.

DELEGATE AND EXHIBIT TO FOURTH WORLD'S POULTRY CONGRESS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was House joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 382) to send delegates and an exhibit to
t];}gﬂFourth World's Poultry Congress to be held in England in
X i

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman desires to speak, I do.

Mr, FISH. Mr, Speaker, this resolution provides for the send-
ing of delegates and an exhibit to the Fourth International
Poultry Congress to be held in Great Britain. It was recom-
mended by the President of the United States in a message to
the Congress through the Secretary of State. It was indorsed
by the Secretary of Agriculture and by the Director of the
Budget. The Committee on Foreign Affairs held hearings and
the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Dunlap, appeared
before the committee with a number of experts from the Agri-
cultural Department, and the committee, after careful considera-
tion, unanimously reported the joint resolution,

Mr., BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. I will.

Mr. BLANTON. BEvery farmer in my district of 400,000
people raises poultry and is interested in it. If the gentleman
can tell me how the expenditure of this $40,000 to send a junket
over to Great Britain will benefit any one of these farmers in
my district, T will withdraw the objection. But it is a waste, a
$40,000 waste.

Mr, FISH. It is a very fair question, and what I am trying
to do is to persuade the gentleman and show him the reason why
every farmer, poultry farmer, in this country will be benefited,
and I hope the gentleman will pay strict attention, The United
States of America is the biggest poultry raiser in the world.
We produce one-third of the eggs and poultry in the world. The
farmers of this country have a tremendous commerce in poultry
with European and South American nations. We sell vast quan-
tities of poultry and eggs to Europe and South America. We
ought to send expert poultry men and an exhibit from the
United States when every other nation in the world is ready and
glad of the opportunity to exhibit their poultry products. This
resolution only provides for $15,000 for delegates and the
balance, amounting to $25,000, for an exhibit.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for one question?

Mr, FISH. I will

Mr. BLANTON. Did my distinguished colleague from New
York attend the Interparliamentary Union in this Chamber
when legislators from the peoples of the world came here?

Mr. FISH. I regret to say I was unable to.

Mr. BLANTON. There was not much good accomplished be-
cause the gentleman was not here,

Mr. FISH. I could not quite agree with the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman raised poultry himself?

Mr. FISH. Oh, yes. Let me go on and try to persnade my
good friend from Texas that this is in the interest of the trade
and commerce of the United States, and particularly of those
people who raise poultry and eggs and sell poultry and eggs in
foreign nations., It is very Important that we have exhibits at
the Fourth World's Poultry Congress, and if we fail to it may
seriously hamper our poultry exports and be the cause of losing
our foreign markets. Assistant Secretary Dunlap persuaded all
the members of the committee, including the gentleman from
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Virginia [Mr. Moorr], that it was of the utmost importance to
our poultry trade with foreign lands for us to take an active
part in the proposed congress. I would like him to answer the
question and state that this resolution is in the interest of the
poultry raisers and the commerce of the United States.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia, The showing made was certainly
satisfactory to us, although it may not be to the gentleman
from Texas., The point was made that the conferences hereto-
fore held have resulted in very considerable good in the way of
investigation of the general subject—the improvement of
breeds—that has been of benefit to the poultry raisers of the
United States,

And then another thing, if I may interrupt my distinguished
friend from Texas, this interesting fact was brought out,
that the poultry business of this country in volume and in
value stands near the very head of the list of agricultural
products.

Mr. FISH. Fifth on the list. It comes in after cotton.
First come dairy products, next corn, then swine, cotton, and
poultry.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. I am afraid that when we spend this $40,000
the junketeers that we send over to Great Britain will be like
the gentleman from New York was when the Interparliamentary
Union met here; they will be somewhere else. I venture to
say that every farmer in my district knows more about poul-
try in a minute than these junketeers will know as long as
they live.

Mr. FISH. This resolution aims to promote sales abroad,
not junketing.

Mr. BLANTON. I am constrained to object,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The Clerk
will report the next bill.

P ROCK CREEE AND POTOMAC PARKEWAY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 16209) to enable the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway
Commission, established by act of March 4, 1913, to make slight
changes in the boundaries of said parkway by excluding there-
from and selling certain small areas, and including other lim-
ited areas, the net cost not to exceed the total sum already
authorized for the entire project.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I want to say that the idea T have is that once park
land, always park land. If the sponsors of the bill are willing
to strike out, on page 2, the proviso that permits the selling of
land to owners of adjacent property, I shall not objeet. Other-
wise I will object.

Mr, LUCE. Mr, Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, I am
merely, of course, the transmitter of this bill. It is brought in
as framed by the counsel for the commission in question, but it
appeals to my judgment because only very small areas are
involved and this measure will enable us to make the improve-
ments without added expense to the Government.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. My understanding is that the lands which
this bill will exclude are not lands that have been acquired as
yet. They are lands that are within the boundaries proposed
to be acquired, but they are not yet acquired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is no objection to excluding them,
but then it provides that the Director of Public Buildings and
Public Parks of the National Capital may dispose of the lands
s0 excluded, either by public auction or at a fair appraised value,
or to the owners of adjacent property at a price not less than
that paid for it. My objection is at any time against disturbing
any land in park areas.

Mr. LUCE. It seems to me this should be left to the good
faith and judgment of such men as Colonel Grant and his
associates.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What are we here for?

Mr. LUCE. We are here so far as possible to exercise judg-
ment about important questions of policy.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have had some experience with parks
in my city. We have slightly more parks in my little town than
you have here in Washington. I yield my judgment to none
in the belief that it is wise never to dispose of park areas.

Mr. SIMMONS. I agree with the gentleman that we ought
not to part with park lands in the District, but it occurs to me
it might be wise to exchange some of these small areas for
others.

Is there objection to the pres-
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Mr. LUCE. In the 10 years of my tenure here I have won-
dered why this parkway was not completed. The delay, if
continued, may postpone its completion beyond the time of the
gentleman's service and mine. Every such meticulous point
as this further delays the completion of an exceedingly desirable
publie improvement.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree with the policy to exelude such
lands as are not mow within the proposed area, but not to
exclude lands that are within that area.

Mr. CRAMTON. As I understand, the gentleman would not
object to the bill if the last two provisos were stricken out?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Only the one I mentioned.

Mr. CRAMTON. The last would go with the other.

Mr. LUCE. I had intended to ask for the substitution of
the bill from the Senate which is now before the House. It is
exactly the same bill.

Mr, LAGUARDIA.
ment?

Mr. LUCE.

pose it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not want to take arbitrary judg-
ment on that, but I submit it to the House and am prepared to
vield gracefully.

Mr. LUCHE. I will keep still, but I will not urge the adoption
of the amendment.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the House is largely guided by the
gentleman’'s good judgment.

Mr. LUCE. The gentleman pays me too high a compliment in
thinking that when I keep silent I still have influence in the
House,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I was through that but a few moments
ago. If the gentleman will support my amendment and make
that a consideration of the bill, I shall not object.

Mr. LUCE. I am sure no gentleman will ask another Member
to support something on the floor of the House against his
better judgment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The Clerk
will report the next bill.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT VICKSBURG, MISS,

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 14472) to extend the time for the construction of a bridge
aciross the Mississippi River at or near the city of Vicksburg,
Miss,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for beginning and completing the
construction of the bridge across the Mississippi River at or mear the
city of Vicksburg, Miss., authorized by the act of Congress entitled “An
act granting the consent of Congress to the Vicksburg Bridge & Terminal
Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi
River at or near the city of Vicksburg,” approved May 3, 1926, be,
and the same iz hereby, extended to one and three years, respectively,
from May 3, 1927.

With the following committee amendments:

In line 3, page 1, strike out the word * times" and insert the word
“ time,"

Strike out the words “ beginning and.”

In line 4 strike out * the and insert * a.”

In line 5 strike out the words * or near.”

In line 11 strike out the words *“one and three years, respectively,
from " and the figures * 1927 ” and insert * 1930."

On page 2 insert:

“ggc 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to extend the time for
completing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi
River at the city of Vicksburg, Miss.”

BEIDGE ACROSS THE OHI0 RIVER AT MAYSVILLE, KY.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 14479) to extend the times for commencing and com-

Can the gentleman support my amend-

I can not consistently support it, but I will not
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pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at
ar near Maysville, Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio.

The Clerk read the title of the bill:

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it emacted, ete,, That the times for c ing and completing
the construction of the bridge across the Ohio River at or near Mays-
ville, Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio, authorized to be built by Dwight P.
Robinson & Co. (Ine.), its successors and assigns, by the act of Con-
gress approved March 12, 1928, are hereby extended one and three
yvears, respectively, from the date of approval hereof.

Spe. 2, The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

With the following committee amendment:

On page 1, line 6, strike out the parenthesis and the word * In-
corporated ” and insert the word * Imcorporated™ without the paren-
theses,

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

BREIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT OR NEAR MAYSVILLE, KY.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 15201) to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at
or near Maysville, Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the times for commencing and completing
the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Maysville,
Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio, authorized to be built by the Maysville Bridge
Co., its successors and assigns, by the act of Congress approved
March 12, 1928, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively,
from the date of approval hereof,

With the following committee amendments ;

Page 1, line 8, strike out the words * the date of approval hereof”
and insert in lleu thereof * March 12, 120"

On page 2 insert:

“8Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OCMULGEE RIVER AT FITZGERALD, GA.

The mnext business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 15714) tfo extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ocmulgee River
at or near Fitzgerald, Ga.

The Clerk read the title of the bill. d

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and completing the
eonstruction of the bridge across the Ocmulgee River at or near Fitz-
gerald, Ga., authorized to be built by J. E. Turner, his heirs, legal
representatives, or assigns, by the act of Congress approved April 4,
1928, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from the
date of approval hereof.

Sgc, 2, The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 4, strike out the word * the " and insert “a."
Page 1, line B, sirike out the words “the date of approval hereof
and insert “April 4, 1929."

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALLEGHENY RIVER AT KITTANNING, PA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15851) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Allegheny River at Kit-
tanning, in the county of Armstrong, State of Pennsylvania.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent coxsideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows :

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the times for commeneing and completing
the construction of the bridge across the Allegheny River at or near
Market Street, in the borough of Kittanning, county of Armstrong, in
the State of Pennsylvania, authorized to be built by the county of
Armstrong, a county of the State of Pennsylvania, or its successors
and assigns, by the act of Congress approved February 16, 1928, are
hereby extended onme and three years, respectively, from the date of
approval hereof.

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

With the following committee amendment ;

Page 2, line 1, strike out the words * the date of approval hereof "
and insert “ February 16, 1929.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

ERIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT RANDOLPH, MO.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 16026) to extend the times for the construction of a
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Randolph, Mo.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and completing
the construction of the bridge authorized by the act of Congress ap-
proved May 24, 1928, to be built by the Kansas City Southern Railway
Co. across the Missouri River at or near Randolph, Mo., in the State
of Missouri, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from
the date of approval hereof.

Spc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 5, strike out the word “the with a lower case “t"
and insert the word “ The " with a capital “T."

On line 7, after the word “ near " insert the words “a point approxi-
mately one mile southeast of.”

In line 8, strike out the words *in the State of Missouri.”

In line 9, strike out the words “the date of approval hereof ™ and
insert * May 24, 1020.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The title was amended.

BRIDGE ACROSS PORT WASHINGTON NARROWS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 16035) to extend the time for completing the construc-
tion of the bridge across Port Washington Narrows, within the
city of Bremerton, State of Washington.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the hill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. DENISON. May I ask the gentleman from New York
the ground of his objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not think the report shows a sufficient
reason for extending the time.

Mr. DENISON. In whaé respect?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Generally. There are several of these

bills that I am going to objeect to.

Mr. DENISON, I was asking particularly as to this bill,
Is there anything the committee could do to remove the gentle-
man’s objection?
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. Reduce the extension period from
three years to one year.

Mr. DENISON. It is only the completion of the bridge that
is extended three years. The general law allows one year to
bLegin and three years to complete. We merely extend both
periods one year. I thought the gentleman has misread that.
We never extend the period of beginning three years or two
years; we never extend it over one year in any case. We just
extend both dates.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, But you have not done that in this bill.

Mr. DENISON. This is merely extending the time for the
completion of the bridge. The bridge is already begun.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is this bridge begun?

Mr. MILLER. No; not the actual construction. If it was,
of course, we would not be here with the bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exaetly.

Mr., MILLER. But this bridge is to connect two parts of the
city of Bremerton and the city of Bremerton is the site of the
United States Navy Yard and the bridge will be used a great
deal by employees of the yard, and will facilitate matters to a
great extent, All the preliminary work has been done.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is it the purpose of this bill that the
bridge here must be completed in three years?

Mr. DENISON. Yes.

Mr. MILLER. Certainly.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The gentleman will admit that this bill
is different from the other bills?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; because the others only ask for an ex-
tension of the time of complet.ion and not the time of beginning.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., With that understanding, the objection is
withdrawn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for completing the construction of
the bridge across Port Washington Narrows, within the city of Bremer-
ton, State of Washington, authorized by the act of Congress, entitled
“An act granting the consent of Congress to W. E. Buell, of Beattle,
‘Wash., to construect a bridge across Port Washington Narrows, within
the city of Bremerton, in the SBtate of Washington,” approved June 14,
1926, be, and the same is hereby, extended three years from the date
of approval hereof.

Bec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved,

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, line 2, strike out the words “ the date of appmal hereot,”
and insert in lieu thereof * Jumne 14, 1929.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER NEAR NEW ORLEANS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16162) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near
New Orleans.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and completing
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near
New Orleans, authorized to be built by George A. Hero and Allen B,
Hackett, their successors and assigns, by the act of Congress approved
March 2, 1927, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively,
from March 1, 1929.

Spc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments :

Page 1, line 4, after the word “river,” strike out the words “at or
near " and insert in licu thereof the word * between.”

Page 1, line 5, after the word * Orleans,” insert the words * and
Gretna, La."

Page 1, line 8, after the figures * 1927,” insert the words “ heretofore
extended by act of Congress approved Msdrch 6, 1928."

Page 1, Une 10, strike out the figure 1" and insert the figure “ 6.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,
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Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to extend the times for
commencing and completing the construction of a bridge across
the Mississippi River between New Orleans and Gretna, La.”

BRIDGE ACROSS THE BT. JOHN RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16270) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An act granting
the consent of Congress for the construction of a bridge across
the 8t. John River between Fort Kent, Me, and Clairs, Prov-
ince of New Brunswick, Canada,” approved March 18, 1924,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved March 18, 1924,
granting the consent of Congress to the State of Maine and the Do-
minion of Canada to comstruct, maintain, and operate a bridge across
the Bt. John River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation
between Fort Kent, Me.,, and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick,
Canada, be, and the same is hereby, revived and reenacted: Provided,
That the construction of said bridge shall not be commenced until the
consent of the proper authorities of the Dominion of Canada for the
erection of the structure shall have been obtained.

Spc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 2, line 2, strike out the word “ the " and insert the words “ this
act shall be null and void unless the actual.”

Page 2, line 4, after the word *“shall,” strike out the word *“not,”
and in the same line, after the word * commenced,” strike out the
words “until the consent of the proper authorities of the Dominion of
Canada for the erection of the structure shall have been obtained” and
insert “ within one year and completed within three years from the date
of approval hereof.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT AUGUSTA, KY.

The next businels on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16279) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at Augusta, Ky.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the times for commencing and completing the
congtruction of the bridge across the Ohio River at Augusta, Ky., auo-
thorized to be built by J. C. Norrls, as mayor of the city of Augusta,
Ky., his successors and assigns, by the act of Congress approved April
20, 1928, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from
the date of approval hereof.

SEC, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

With the following committee amendment :

Page 1, line B, sirlke out “ the date of approval hereof " and insert
in lien thereof “ April 20, 1929."

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER NEAR GREAT FALLS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
4721) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near
the Great Falls, and to authorize the use of certain Govern-
ment land.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFHER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold
his objection?

Mr. SCHAFER. I withhold it.

Mr. DENISON. May I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin
on what ground he objects?

Mr. SCHATFER. I would refer the gentleman to the debate
on the floor of this House when the original bill was passed. I
opposed that bill and forced a roll call under the parliamentary
gituation. I am opposed to the bill under consideration for the
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reasons given at that tlme, and I am golng to do everything I
can to prevent its enactment.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin reserve
his objection long enough for me to make a suggestion in the
Reconp for the consideration of those who are interested in the
bill? The bill came up for consideration and I had in mind to
ask approval of the following amendment :

Page 2, line B, before the word “been” insert “and as may be
approved by the Natlonal Planning and Parking Commission."”

That is to say, if we are going to give the bridge company the
use of Government land, I think the views of the National Park-
ing and Planning Commission ought to be secured because we
are hopeful of having this as a parkway area along the Poto-
mac, and it would be undesirable for the bridge company to do
anything that might conflict.

Mr, DENISON. Does not the orlginal bill provide for that?

Mr. CRAMTON. No; it does not, because this is a new and
separate section. When it comes up I would like an opportunity
to offer the amendment.

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
14460) authorizing the Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its suc-
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa.

The Olerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Reserving the right to obj I
rise for the purpose of calling the attention of Mentbers to this
bill. It shows what a community can do with reference to the
construction of a toll bridge. The author, Mr. Howarp of
Nebraska, has made every attempt to protect the people's inter-
est; further, a sinking fund is created, the tolls go into the
sinking fund, and in the end the bridge will be declared free.
I conmmend this bill to Members who find it necessary to intro-
duce bridge bills and hope they will follow the example set by
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp], see that the
municipality constructs the bridge, thus elinrinating the profes-
sional promoter, who seeks to exploit the Federal highway
system.

While I am on my feet I want to say that I have looked
over the bills reported by the committee and now on the calen-
dar, and I am pleased to notice that the committee made two
important changes in the bills. One of the changes refers to the
tinre that the municipality or State can take over the bridge,
and the second is a new section, a very important section, which
provides that the contraect must be let by competitive bidding.
This is going to result in lowering the cost of construetion. I
want to ask the chairman of the subcommittee on bridge bills
[Mr. DeNison] if the committee will not also consider in the
future some kind of an amendment which will provide that,
after a reasonable return is received by the owners of the bridge
from tolls, the balance of the money be placed in a sinking
fund to retire the bonds so that in the end it will become a free
bridge. I think that is an important amendment to add, and it
would remove a great deal of objection to these bills, It would
give assurance the bridge would eventually become free and
reduce the cost to the municipality or State when the time
comes to take control under the recapture clause.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. With pleasure,

Mr, LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has taken a great deal of
interest in bridge bills. I want to say that this bill is not an
ideal bill. It provides for a sinking fund generally, but it does
not provide how nmch dividends shall be paid before the pay-
ment is made into the sinking fund to amortize the amount. ¥t
is one step forward, but it is not an 1deal bill.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missourl. It is a step in the right direction
and the author should be commended for his efforts. If this
project suceeeds it can be held up as an example, The gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp] tells me construction will
start shortly after the consent of Congress is granted. They are
trying to eliminate the promoter and he should be elinrnated.
The gentleman from New York, who is always rendering splen-
did service, deserves a great deal of credit for the interest he
has shown In private toll bridge bills. His suggestions are
always worthy of consideration, and they do recelve considera-
tion. Let this project be tried out. A more ideal bill will
probably soon follow.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield to me?
I want to suggest to the gentleman that, while the bill may not
be perfect, it is just as perfect as in my wisdom I was capable
of making it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA.

I believe that. [Laughter.]
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Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. If the gentleman will observe
closely, he will discover that the committee has inserted in the
bill a clause which the gentleman has never seen in any other
bill, protecting the interest of all of the people, by providing
that a commission of the mayors of the municipalities at either
end of the bridge shall see it, just what the gentleman de-
sires, namely, that this money shall be paid in to meet the cost
of the bridge on the earliest day possible.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. T do not think there i{s any objection to
the gentleman's bill,

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Then I subside.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

H. R. 14460, Beventieth Congress, second sesslon

A bill (H. R. 14460) authorizing the Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a brldge
across the Missourl River at or near Sioux City, Iowa
Be 4t enaoted, eto., That In order to facilitate interstate commerce,

improve the Postal Service, and provide for military and other pur-

poses the Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., Its successors and assigns,

be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a

bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River, at a point

suitable to the Interests of navigation, at or near Sioux City, Iowa, in
accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate

the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,

1808, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this

act.

SEc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the Iowa-Nebraska Free
Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers to
enter upon lands and to acgquire, condemn, oceupy, possess, and use real
estate and other property needed for the loeation, construetion, opera-
tion, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are pos-
sessed by rallroad corporations for rallroad purposes or by bridge cor-
porations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate or
other property is sitoated, upon making just compensation therefor, to
be ascertalned and pald according to the laws of such Btate, and the
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro-
priation of property for public purposes in such State,

BuC. 8. The sald Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., Its successors and
assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for transit over
such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rafes until
changed by the SBecretary of War under the authority contained in the
act of March 23, 1908,

Spc. 4. After the completion of such bridge as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Nebraska, the Btate of Iowa,
any public agency, or political subdivision of either of such States,
within or adjolning which any part of such bridge is located, or any
two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire and take over all
right, title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any
Interest in real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by con-
demnation or expropriation, in accordance with the laws of either of
such States governing the acquisition of private property for puble
purposes by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time after the
expiration of 20 years after the completion of such bridge the same
is acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damages
or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will, going value,
or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of
(1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches, less
a reasonable deductlon for actual depreciation in wvalue; (2) the actual
cost of acquiring such interests in real property; (3) actual financing
and promotion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost
of constructing the bridge and ite approaches and acquiring such
interests in real property; and (4) actual expenditures for necessary
improvements,

Sgc. B. The Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its successors and
assigns, ghall have the right, in addition to the other rights hereafter
granted, to issue first-mortgage bonds in an amount sufficient to pay
the cost of the construction of sald bridge, the acquisition of necessary
real estate and interest in real estate and Improvements placed thereon
and cost of financing and promotion not to exceed 10 per cent of the
total actnal cost of construction, acquisition of real estate and Interest
in real estate and improvements, which bonds shall run not to exceed
20 years from date thereof, and be callable after § years at 105 per
cent of par value and accrued interest; and to provide therefor, the
sald Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., Its successors and asslgns, shall
set up and create a sinking fund out of the met earnings of said bridge
for the redemption of said first-mortgage bonds, which shall be so
amortized that not less than 8 per cent of said bonds may be retired
each year after the fifth year at the callable rate of 106 per cent, and
accrued Interest: Provided, That at any time after the expiration of
the term of esald bonds, or their retirement as herein provided, and
the payment of all operating and other expenses to such date, sald
bridge with all rights and easements and rights of way thereto apper-
taining shall become the property of either or both of the SBtates of
Iowa and Nebraska, provided they shall pass proper legislatlon provid-
ing for the maintenance and upkeep of said bridge and malintain and

[Laughter.]
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operate the same either as a toll-free bridge or by the imposition of only
so much tolls as shall provide for the actual maintenanee and opera-
tion, and in the event that the said States or neither of them shall
desire to assume ownership and jurisdiction, them any county or
municipality in either or both of sald Btates shall, upon passing or
securing suifable and proper legislation for the maintenance and opera-
tion of said bridge, be entitled to assume ownership and jurisdiction
thereof and the Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its suceessors and
assigns, shall convey said bridge and all real estate and rights or
interest in real estate appurtenant thereto, to such Btate, county, or
municipality qualifying themselves to assume ownership and the opera-
tion and maintenance thereof, conditioned that same shall be a toll-free
bridge or only such toll imposed as may cover the actual costs of
operation and maintenance.

Spc. 6. The Iowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its successors and
assigns, shall within 90 days after the completion of such bridge file
with the Secretary of War and with the highway departments of the
Btates of Nebraska and Iowa, a sworn itemized statement showing the
actual original cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches, the
actual cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary there-
for, and the actual financing and promotion costs. The Seecretary of
War may, and upon reguest of the highway department of either of
such States shall, at any time within three years after the completion
of such bridge, investigate such costs and determine the accuracy and
the reasonableness of the costs alleged in the statement of costs so
filed, and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable costs of
construction, financing, and promoting such bridge. For the purposes
of such investigation the said JIowa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, shall make available all of its records in con-
nection with the construction, financing, and promotion thereof. The
findings of the Becretary of War as to the reasonable costs of the
construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge shall be conclusive
for the purposes mentioned in section 6 of this act, subject only to
review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake.

Sec. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights,
powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to the
Towa-Nebraska Free Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, and any
corporation to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and
privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire
the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized
and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein
directly upon such corporation or person.

8pc. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments :

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following in
lieu thereof :

“That in order to facilitate interstate commerce, improve the postal
service, and provide for military and other purposes, the Iowa-Nebraska
Amortized Free Bridge Co., its succesgors and assigns, be, and is
bereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Missourl River, at a point suitable to the
interests of navigation, at or near Sloux City, Towa, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,' approved March 23, 1906, and subject
to the conditions and limitations contained In this act.

“ Bec. 2. There is hereby conferred npon the Iowa-Nebraska Amortized
Free Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use
real estate and other property needed for the loeation, construction,
operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are
possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor,
to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or ex-
propriation of property for public purposes in such State,

“ 8ec, 3. The said Iowa-Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co., its suc-
cessors and assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for
transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal
rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the authority con-
tained in the act of March 23, 1906,

“BSec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Nebraska, the State of Iowa, any
public agency or political subdivision of either of such States, within
or adioining which any part of such bridge is located, or any two or
more of them jointly, may at any time acquire and take over all right,
title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any interest
in real property necessary therefor by purchase, or by condemnation, or
expropriation, in accordance with the laws of either of such States gov-
erning the acguisition of private property for publie purposes by con-
demnation or expropriation. If such bridge i so acquired or taken over,
the amount of the purchase price to be paid therefor, or in case of
condemnation or expropriation the amount of damages to be allowed
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therefor, shall be the amount of bonds, debentures, or other evidences
of indebtedness actually issued in payment for the bridge and its ap-
proaches and improvements and outstanding at the time of such purchase
or condemnation, with the accrued interest thereon.

“ 8gc. b. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired
by the States or public agencies or political subdivisions thereof, or by
either of them, as provided in section 4 of this act, and if tolls are
thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be so
adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the reasonable cost of
maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches
under economical management, and to provide a sinking fund sufficlent
to amortize the amount paid therefor, including reasonable interest and
financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable charges, but within
a period of not to exceed 20 years from the date of acquiring the same,
After a sinking fund sufficlent for such amortization shall have been so
provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free
of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide
a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper maintenance,
repair, and operation of the bridge and its approaches under economical
management. An accurate record of the amount paid for acquiring the
bridge and its approaches, the actual expenditures for maintaining,
repairing, and operating the same and of the daily tolls collected, shall
be kept and shall be available for the information of all persons
interested.

“8Ec. 6. Upon the completion of such bridge a commission shall be
created composed of three members, one of whom shall be appointed
by the mayor of Bouth Bioux City, Nebr., one by the mayor of Sioux
City, Iowa, and one by the directors of the Iowa-Nebraska Amortized
Free Bridge Co.; It shall be the duty of the commission to supervise
the ecollection of tolls and to authorize and audit all expenditures of
money received from the collectiom of tolls; it shall be their duty to
gee that all revenues recelved from the bridge, except such amounts
a8 may be mecessary for the repalr, operation, and maintenance, under

fcal management of the bridge, shall be paid into the sinking
fund and used for the amortization of the outstanding indebtedness
incurred for the construction or improvement of the bridge. After a
sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shall have been so pro-
vided, the bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of
tolls, and the Iowa-Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co., its successors
or assigns, shall thereupon convey, by proper instrument of convey-
ance, all right, title, and interest in said bridge and its approaches,
to the State of Nebraska and the State of Iowa, jointly, or to the
highway departments thereof, if such Btates or their highway depart-
ments shall agree to accept and to maintain and operate the same; if
such BStates or their highway departments refuse to agree to accept
and maintain and operate sald bridge as a free bridge, then the Iowa-
Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co. shall convey said bridge to either of
such States, or to either of the counties thereof in which such bridge is
located In whole or in part, as shall agree to accept and to maintaln
and operate the same as a free bridge.

“Brc., 7. The Iowa-Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co., its sue-
cessors and assigns, shall within 80 days after the completion of
such bridge file with the Secretary of War and with the highway
departments of the Btates of Nebraska and Iowa, a sworn itemized
statement showing the actual original cost of comnstructing the bridge
and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real
property necessary therefor, the actual financing and promotion costs,
and the amount of bonds, debentures, or other evidences of indebted-
ness issued in connection with the construction of suoch bridge. The
Secretary of War may, and upon request of the highway department
of either of such States shall, at any time within three  years after
the completion of such bridge, Investigate such costs and determine
the accuracy and the reasonableness of the costs alleged in the state-
ment of costs so filed, and shall make a finding of the actoal and
reasonable costs of comstruction, financing, and promoting such bridge.
For the purpose of such investigation the said Iowa-Nebraska Amortized
Free Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, shall make available all of
its records in connection with the comstruction, financing, and promo-
tion thereof. The findings of the Becretary of War as to the reason-
able costs of the construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge
ghall be conclusive for the purposes mentloned in section 5 of this
act, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross
mistake.

“ B8rC. 8. Neither the Iowa-Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, or any officer or stockholder thereof, shall
directly or indirectly, own or have any interest in any other bridge
competing for business with the bridge authorized by this act.

“8gc. 9. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted
to the Iowa-Nebraska Amortized Free Bridge Co., its successors and
assigns, and any corporation to which or any person to whom such
rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or
who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is
hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as
though conferred herein directly upon such corporation or person:
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Provided, That no such transfer shall be made to any competing bridge
company or fto any person or persons interested directly or indirectly
in any competing bridge.

“8ec. 10, All contracts that may be made in connection with the
construction of the bridge authorized by this act, and which shall
involve the expenditure of more than $5,000 shall be let by competitive
bidding. Such contracts shall be advertised a redasonable time in some
newspaper of general circulation published in the vicinity of such
bridge ; sealed bids shall be required and the contracts shall be awarded
‘to the lowest responsible bidder. A verified copy or abstract of all
:bids received and of the bid or bide aceepted shall be furnished to the
'highway departments of the States of Jowa and Nebraska. A failure
to comply in good faith with the provisions of this section shall render
null and vold any contract entered into In violation thereof, and the
Seeretary of War may, after hearing, order the suspension of all
work upon such bridge until the provislons of this section shall have
been fully complied with.

“BEc. 11. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved."

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment to the title—to insert the word “Amortized” after the
word “ Nebraska " in the first line.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three minutes to reply to questions asked by the
gentleman from Missouri.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

There was no objection.

Mr. DENISON, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Cocaran] has submitted to me as chairman of the sub-
committee certain guestions which I feel ought to be answered.
Our committee is now inserting in these bridge bills authorizing
the construction of toll bridges by private parties a provision
to the effect that if the bridge authorized is constructed by
contracts, that all such contracts shall be let by public bidding,
after being properly advertised, and that the contracts shall be
let to the lowest responsible bidder. That provision is in-
serted in order to prevent what some fear exists at times—that
is, the padding of the cost of bridges or an undue enlarging
of the cost of bridges. Of course, it is of importance to the
public that the cost of these bridges be kept as low as possible,
because the public eventually pays for them by the payment
of tolls; or if the State takes them over under the recapture
clause, then the cost of the bridge has to be taken into con-
sideration in fixing the amount of damage to be paid. There-
fore, in the interest of the public we thought it wise to insert
this paragraph providing for safeguarding the letting of con-
tracts for the construction of bridges to be constructed by pri-
;?l:e parties. We propose to insert that paragraph in all such

s,

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? Is
there any provision in any of these bills for the supervision of
the construction of the bridge originally?

Mr. DENISON. There is not.

Mr. DOWELL. Does not the gentleman believe that if the
bridge is to be recaptured the bill should have a provision with
reference to superyvision of its construction as well as a provi-
gion for safeguarding the letting of contracts?

Mr. DENISON, I do not believe that we can work out a
provision of that kind that would be satisfactory. In the first
place, we would not know whom to let have the power of super-
vision. In the next place, we have to depend to some extent
upon the people who construct the bridge constructing it as
carefully and as cheaply as possible.

Mr. DOWELL. Is it not troe that placing these bridges up
for open bids is of but little consequence unless we have a plan
for construction? The whole purpose of it may be defeated
unless the bridge is properly constructed. That, it seems to me,
i‘;;s1 tnl::e of the most important things that we have to contend

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
from Illinois has again expired.

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman’s time be extended for one minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CHALMERS. Would it be possible to put in these bridge
bills a provision that the municipalities should have a stated
time within which to take advantage of the license before the
private party could go ahead with the contract?

LXX—176

Is there objection?

The time of the gentleman
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Mr. DENISON. The policy of our committee is that before
a bill is reported authorizing a bridge to be constructed by a
private party, the committee must have a showing from the
Member of Congress who filed the bill to the effect that the
municipality or State or county will not or can not construect
the bridge. We do not report a private bridge bill unless that
showing is made,

Mr. CHALMERS. In the bridge that I am interested in
just recently there has come up the possibility of the city being
interested in its comstruction.

Mr. DENISON. If the city wants to build the bridge, if they
will get the gentleman to introduce the bill, we will report it at
any time and give it preference over a private bill,

Mr. BURTNESS. And not only that, but, if so desired, some-
times the committee will refuse to report the bill giving consent
to private parties.

Mr. DENISON. Yes. The policy of the committee is to give
preference to public authority always.

In answer to the other question submitted by the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. CocHrAN] I wish fo say that our committee
has not yet been able to prepare any form for a bridge franchise
which would provide for the bridge becoming free upon the
repayment of the cost of the bridge and a reasonable profit
where the bridge is constructed by private parties with private
capital. Of course, if Congress shounld provide such a fran-
chise, and if such a franchise would be acceptable to those who
are willing to invest their money in bridges, such an arrange-
ment would be very desirable and would meet the approval of
our committee. But we have never yet been informed of any
private capital that would be willing to invest in bridges under
such conditions. {

There is always some hazard to an investment in a bridge.
There is a chance of loss. Bridges are expensive structures.
When constructed over larger streams, their cost runs into mil-
lions. Those who invest in them take some chance on get-
ting their original investment returns. They always take a
chance on having the bridge injured or destroyed by irrespon-
sible parties or by storms or floods. Before capital will invest
in such structures, there must be a reasonable assurance, not
only of a return of the capital invested, but of a reasonable
profit thereon while invested. The committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce will give consideration to any suggestions
from any Members of the House, or from any other source, that
may be offered with a view to safeguarding the interests of the
public. We are considering bills now pending which provide
for a general revision of the bridge laws. But such legislation
can not be passed during this session. Let me say to the gen-
tleman from Missouri, who has been very much interested in
this subject, that under the adopted policy of our committee,
franchises for toll bridges are not granted to private parties
until a showing has been made to the effect that the State or
States or the counties or municipalities in which the bridge is
loeated will not or can not build a publie bridge. If the State,
county, or municipality requests a franchise for the construc-
tion of a bridge, our committee will grant it and will refuse to
grant a franchise to private parties to construct a bridge at the
same location. All private toll-bridge franchises contain a pro-
vision for recapture by the public whenever it is desired to take
them over for the purpose of making them free; and after a
certain number of years we are providing for a limited measure
of damages if condemnation is necessary in order to acquire
title to the bridge. Our committee is now shortening the time
after which the limited measure of damages will apply. Gen-
erally speaking this time will be at five years after the comple-
tion of the bridge. In the case of more expensive structures
over the larger waterways, the period will be 10 years. So that
in all franchises for privately owned toll bridges, the State or
States, or the counties or municipalities in which such bridges
are located, may purchase them or condemn them, and thereby
acquire them by the payment of the actual value of the phy-
sieal structure at the time they are taken over, no allowance
being made for earning power, or going value, or prospective
profits. This recapture provision will, we think, entirely safe-
guard the public and permit the States or the counties to ac-
quire any toll bridge for a fair valuation whenever the States or
counties desire to get rid of the tolls and make such bridges
free. 1 feel sure the gentleman from Missouri, and others who
are interested in this subject, will, upon eareful consideration
of these changes in the forms of bridge franchises, and these
additional safegnards of the public interests, not feel justified
in objecting to the consideration of such bills by the House, but
will be willing to let them be submitted to the House for such
consideration as the House wishes to give them,
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DEOLARATIONS OF INTENTION IN NATURALIZATION PROCEEDINGS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16440) relating to declarations of intention in naturalization
preceedings.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enaocted, etc., That the first gubdivision of section 4 of the act
entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion and provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens
throughout the United States,” approved June 29, 1906, as amended, is
amended to read as follows:

“ First. He shall declare on oath before the clerk of any court au-
thorized by this act to naturalize aliens, or his authorized deputy, in
the distriet in which such alien resides, two years at least prior to his
admission, and after Lhe has reached the age of 18 years, that it is bona
fide his intention to become a citizen of the United SBtates and to reside
permanently therein, and that he will, before being admitted to citizen-
ghip, renounce forever all allegiance and fidelity to any foreign prince,
potentate, State, or sovereignty, and particularly, by name, to the prince,
potentate, State, or sovereignty of which the allen mmy be at the time
of admission a citizen or subject. Such declaration ghall set forth the
name, age, occupation, personal description, place of birth, last forelgn
residence, the date of arrival, the name of the vessel, f any, in which he
eame to the United States, and the present place of residence in the
United States of said alien.”

Sec. 2. Section 1 of this act shall take effect 60 days after its enact-
ment, A declaration of intemtion made before the expiration of such
60-day period, whether before or after the enactment of this act, in
which appears an erroneous statement of allegiance, shall not be held
invalid for such cause if the error was due td a change of politieal
boundaries, or the creation of new countries, or the transfer of terri-
tory from one country to another. Nothing in this section ghall permit
the reinstatement of a petition for naturalization dismissed for such
cause, but in such a case the benefits of this section may be obtalned by
fillng a new petition before the expiration of the period of validity of
the declaration of intentlon.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS BANDUSKY BAY, SANDUSKY, OHIO

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I have objected to a good
many of these bridge bills. However, I now ask unanimous con-
sent to call up the bill (H. R. 16208) authorizing the Cedar
Point Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across Sandusky Bay at or near
Sandusky, Ohio, a bill introduced by our charming colleague
from Ohio [Mr. Beea], who is about to leave us, and who is
anxious to have this bill passed. It is an emergency measure.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that it is an emer-
gency that is involved?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So I understand.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to promote interstate commerce,
Imtprove the postal service, and provide for military and other purposes,
the Cedar Point Bridge Co., a corporation organized under the laws of
Ohlo, of Sandusky, Erie County, Ohlo, its successors and assigns, be,
and is hereby, authorized to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge
and approaches thereto across Bandusky Bay, at a point suitable to
the interests of navigation, at or near a point on what is known as Big
Island on the southerly shore of Sandusky Bay in the city of Sandusky,
Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to
regulate the constroction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained
in this act.

Sec. 2. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Ohio, any political subdivision
*hereof within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is located, or
sny two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire and take
over all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and
any interest in real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by
condemnation or expropriation in accordance with the laws of such
State governing the acquisition of private property for public purposes
by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time after the expiration
of 20 years after the completion of such bridge the same is acquired
by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damages or compensa-
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tion to be allowed shall not include good will, going value, or prospec-
tive revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of (1) the
actunal cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches less a
reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in value; (2) the actual
cost of acquiring such interests in real property; (3) actual financing
and promotion cost not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost
of constructing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring such inter-
ests in real property; and (4) actual expenditures for necessary im-
provements.

8ec, 8. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired by
I the State of Ohlo, or by any municipality or other political subdivision
or public agency thereof under the provisions of section 2 of this act,
and if tolls are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll
shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and
its approaches under economfcal management and to provide a sinking
fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor, including reason-
able interest and financing cost, as soon as posslble under reasonable
charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years from the date of
acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortiza-
tion shall have been so provided such bridge shall thereafter be main-
talned and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be
so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary
for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its
approaches under economical management. An accurate record of the
amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approaches, the actunal
expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same, and
of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be available for the
information of all persons interested.

Spc. 4. The Cedar Point Bridge Co., its successors and assigns shall
within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, file with the Secre-
tary of War and with the Highway Department of the State of Ohio a
sworn itemized statement showing the actual original cost of construct-
ing the bridge and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any
interest in real property necessary therefor, and the actual financing
and promotion costs. The Becretary of War may, and at the request
of the Highway Department of the State of Ohio shall, at any time
within three years after the completion of such bridge, investigate such
costs and determine the accuracy and the reasonableness of the costs
alleged in the statement of costs so filled, and shall make a finding of
the actual and reasonable costs of constructing, finaneing, and promot-
ing such bridge; for the purpose of such investigation the said Cedar
Point Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, shall make aveilable all of
its records in connection with the construction, financing, and promo-
tion thereof. The findings of the Becretary of War as to the reasonable
costs of construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge shall be
coneclusive for the purposes mentioned in sectiom 2 of this act, subject
only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake.

8rc. 5. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights,
powers, and privileges conferrcd by this act is hereby granted to the
Cedar Point Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, and any corporation
to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privileges may
be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire the same by
mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered
to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon
such corporation or person.

Sec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 9, after the word “ across,” Insert * the southeast arm.”

Page 2, line 1, after the word “ navigation,” strike out “ at or near
a point on what is known as Big Island on the southerly shore of San-
dusky Bay in the city of Bandusky, Ohio, in accordance with the provi-
gions of the aet,” and insert: * from a point on the southerly shore of
Bandusky Bay at or near C Street, S8andusky, to a point on what is
known as Cedar Point Peninsula, on the northeasterly shore of San-
dusky Bay, Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of the act.”

Page 5, insert a new section, as follows:

“Bec. 6. All contracts made in connection with the construction of
the bridge authorized by this act and which shall involve the expendi-
ture of more than $5,000 shall be let by competitive bidding. Such
contracts shall be advertised for a reasonable time in some newspaper of
general circulation published in the Btate in which the bridge is located
and in the vicinity thereof; sealed bids shall be required and the con-
tracts shall be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder. Verified copies
or abstracts of all bids received and of the bid or bids accepted shall be
promptly furnished to the highway department of the State in which
such bridge is located. A failure to comply in good faith with the provi-
glons of this section shall render null and void any contract made in
violation thereof, and the Secretary of War may, after hearings, order
the suspension of all work upon such bridge until the provisions of this
section shall have been fully complied with.”

Page 6, line 7, strike out the figure “ 6" and Insert the figure “7.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-

mittee amendments.
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Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I have some amendments to
perfect the committee amendments, which I offer.

Page 2 of the bill, line 5, after the word “ Day,” in the committee
amendment, strike out the words “at or near C Street™ and insert
in lien thereof the words “in the city of.”

The Clerk reported the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment to the committee amendments.

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, also the following amendment,
which I send to the desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 5, after the word “ SBandusky,” in the committee amend-
ment, insert the word *“ Ohlo.”

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment to the committee amendment.

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I move that all the committee
amendments be agreed to with the exception of the amendment
on page 5 inserting a new section, section 6.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question on all the
amendments except the amendment referred to.

The question is on agreeing to the committee amendments as
amended.

The committee amendments as amended were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the
amendment on page 5, inserting a new section.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
section 7 be changed to read “section 6.”

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered.

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The title was amended to read: “A bill authorizing the Cedar
Point Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across the southeast arm of Sandusky
Bay at or near Sandusky, Ohio.”

IMPROVEMENT AND PRESERVATION OF LINCOLN NATIONAL PARK OR
RESERVATION

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, take
up the bill H. R. 15657, and pass the bill with committee
amendments,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to
suspend the rules and pass as amended the bill H. R. 15657.
The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R. 156567) to provide for the Improvement and preservation
of the land and buildings of the Abraham Lincoln National Park or
Reservation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, if we have time for this kind
of a bill, I make the point of order that there is no guorum
present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there
is no quorum present.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Spea.ker I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to

The Clerk called the rolL and the following Members failed

to answer to their names:
[Roll No. 20]

Aldrich Chindblom Gifford Eunz *
Anthony Clague Gilbert Lam
Auf der Heide Cole, Md. Goldsborough Langley
Bacon Collier Goodwin Leatherwood
Beck, Pa. Combs Graham Leech
Berger Connolly, Pa, Griest Lindsay
Black, N. Y. Cox H Lozier
Bohn Crisp Hare .Jiyon
Boles Crowther Harrison McClintic
Bowles Cullen wley Muaas
Boylan Ctu‘ry Major, I11,
Brand, Ga. Davey Howard, Okla. Mooney
Brand, Ohio e?r Hudspeth Moore, N. J.

tten chkste n Hughes Murphy
Buckbee Doutrich Hull, Tenn Nelso, Wis.
Burdick Doyle [goe O'Connor, N, ¥
Bushy Eaton Jacobstein liver, N.
Busghong England James Falmer
Canfield Estep Jeffers Palmisano
Carew Fenn Johnson, 8. Dak. Parks
Carley Fletcher earns Porter
Cartwright Fulbright t Pou
Casey rlow Kindred Pratt
Celler Garner, Tex. g Quayle
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on Sirovich Taylor, Tenn. White, Colo,
Rainey Somers Thompson White,
Ramseyer Stalker Tillman Williamson
Ransle, Stedman Treadway Wilson,
Reed, Ark Straother Underwood Wilson, Miss,
Reed, N. Y. Bullivan Updike Woodruff
Reid, 111 Sumners, Tex. Vincent, Iowa
Rutherford Swing Warren
Shallenberger Tatgenhorst Weller

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and one Members are pres-
ent, a quorum,

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.
bn'.ll‘he SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purpose of protecting from disintegra-
tion and of improving, beautifying, and preserving the Abraham Lin-
coln National Park or Reservation established under the act entitled
“An act to accept a deed or gift or conveyance from the Lincoln Farm
Assoclation, a corporation, to the United States of America, of land
near the town of Hodgenville, county of Larue, State of Kentucky, em-
bracing the homestead of Abraham Lincoln and the log cabin in which
he was born, together with the memorial hall inclosing the same; and
further to accept an assignment or transfer of an endowment fund of
$50,000 in relation thereto,” approved July 17, 1918 (U. 8. C. title 186,
secs. 211-214), the Secretary of War iz authorized and directed to pro-
¥ide for (1) the improvement of such existing roadways, walks, and
buildings in such park or reservation; and (2) the planting of such
trees, plants, and shrubbery; the construction of such additional road-
ways, walks, and buildings, and of such fences, parking spaces, drainage
etructures, culverts, and bridges; and the making of such other im-
provements, as in his judgment may be necessary for the preservation,
beautification, and protection from disintegration of such park or reser-
vation, including the log cabin in which Abraham Linecoln was born and
the memorial hall inclosing the same, and which may serve to render
such park or reservation convenient for the appropriate use and enjoy-
ment by the public.

SEc. 2. There Is authorized to be appropriated the sum of $100,000,
or 80 much thereof as may be necessary, to ecarry out the provisions of
section 1 of this act; and authorization is also hereby given for such
appropriations as may, in the future, be deemed necessary for the proper
protection, preservation, care, maintenance, and operation of the said
national park or reservation, including the salaries and compensation
of a superintendent and other needed employees.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. CRAMTON. I demand a second.

Mr. MORIN. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. THATCHER].

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House,
in a few days we will celebrate in this country, and there will
be celebrated throughout the civilized world, the one hundred
and twentieth anniversary of the birth of one of the great
gpirits of this Nation. Down in Larue County, Ky., in what in
February, 1809, was Hardin County, Ky., there was born
Abraham Lincoln—horn under conditions as humble, perhaps, as
those which surrounded the birth of the Man of Sorrows.
Here [exhibiting it] is a picture of the log cabin in which he
was born. In the course of years, culminating in 1907, Robert
J. Collier and other public-spirited people in this country, made
up a private subscription fund, about $250,000 net—over $300,000
in all—for the purpose of purchasing the old Lincoln farm and
building on this sacred spot an enduring memorial to this great
man. The farm of his birth, 11016 acres, once owned by
Thomas Lincoln, the father, was purchased by the Lincoln
Farm Association, of which former Gov. Joseph W. Folk, of
Missouri, was president. In 1916, during the administration of
President Wilson, there was enacted by the Congress a bill
or measure authorizing the acceptance, free of cost, by the
United States, of this land and this memorial structure housing

‘this log cabin, to be preserved through all the future; preserved

for the benefit and enjoyment of all of our people, without cost
or charge to them in the way of fees for the right to view this
memorial, this farm, and this little cabin. Here [exhibiting
it] is a picture of the memorial hall, a beautiful marble struc-
ture costing something like $250,000.

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman inform us as to the
amount of land?

Mr. THATCHER. One hundred and ten and one-half acres.
At the same time the Lincoln Memorial Association conveyed,
by assignment, to the Government of the United States $50,000
in gilt-edged securities as an endowment fund, so that the in-
terest or income derived therefrom might go toward the main-
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tenance of this farm and this memorial, and toward the preser-
vation from disintegration of this log cabin.

Mr. GARBER. Will the gentleman yield for a short ques-
tion?

Mr. THATCHER. I will.

Mr. GARBER. Has it adequate highway communications to

and from the place?

Mr. THATCHER. There is the Jackson Highway, a Federal

aid project, running north and south through the farm, but
there is no adequate approach to the memorial itself. Now, the
Congress in 1916, by the act of July 17 of that year, placed all
of this property under the administrative supervision of the
Seeretary of War.
. The Secretary of War in the past has construed the law, as
we understand it, as not being sufficiently broad to authorize
the expenditure of the money necessary to construct the needed
approach road and the other necessary improvements, and to
take care of the property as it needs to be taken care of, with
the result that during these 13 vears that it has been under
governmental control and ownership, with only the $2,000 of
income being expended for caretaking, the farm has been grow-
ing up in bushes and briars, gullies are being washed, and the
plaza in front of this marble memorial is at times covered
with silt and mud to a depth of several inches, Also, the little
spring where Lincoln as a boy drank, and which was the
water supply of the Lincoln household, is being fouled and
flooded in the rainy seasons. There are on the farm no ade-
quate roads nor any parking spaces, and no conveniences have
been provided for the visiting public. Yet, this is one of the
greatest shrines in the country, and the Government of the
United States, having taken over this property, is under, at
least, a moral obligation to provide for its maintenance.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield there? 2

Mr. THATCHER. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. What money has the Federal Gov-
ernment expended on this property to date? .

Mr. THATCHER. No money, except the $2,000 a year; and
two years ago there was appropriated $5,000 for work on the
approach road; but it has been inadequate.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The $2,000 was interest on the
trust fund. No Federal money has been expended?

Mr. THATCHER. No; except a portion of the $5,000.

Mr. MOORMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THATCHER. Certainly.

Mr. MOORMAN. The £5,000 which the gentleman referred to
has not yet been all expended?

Mr. THATCHER. Only a portion of it.

A few months ago the Quartermaster General had a survey
made of this whole situation, which, I say in all candor to this
House, is a national disgrace because of the conditions that
prevail there. The Quartermaster General in his survey found
various needs to be taken care of in the way of roads, in the
way of rest houses and comfort stations. And yet this is one of
the great national shrines of America.

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THATCHER. Yes.

Mr. WURZBACH. Has any suggestion been made or any esti-
mate made by the Budget Burean?

Mr. THATCHER. Some weeks ago the Secretary of War
submitted a request for something more than $80,000 for needed
improvements, but no action has been taken on that request.
1 have talked with the Director of the Budget, and he thinks
there ought to be a basic measure or an authorization passed to
take care of this situation.

The purpose of this bill is to give to Congress a clear-cut
authority to make the appropriation. This bill so provides. If
it becomes a law there must be submitted through the regular
channels, under our Budget system, an estimate of the War
Department, emanating from the Quartermaster General. That
is because that is where the administrative care of this
property now resides—with the Quartermaster General.

Mr. MOORMAN. As to roads, will you kindly explain the
condition within the grounds?

Mr. THATCHER. From the -Jackson Highway to the Lin-
coln Memorial there is a little approach road, in bad condition,
about 8 feet wide. Now, remember, this is one of the greatest
places in the country where people want to go, and yet they can
not igo under the present unfavorable conditions which there
obtain,

Mr. MOORMAN. Is it not a fact that a visiting party tried
to %Et in not long ago and could not get in on account of the
road?

Mr. THATCHER. Yes. That is the fact.
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Mr. MOORMAN. And thousands of people desire to wvisit
that place?

Mr. THATCHER. Yes. It is true that thousands of the
American people desire to visit that place. If there is any
spot where people can draw the lessons and inspirations of
patriotism, it is there at the Lincoln farm.

Mr, MOORMAN. Is it not a further fact that the Govern-
ment, by having taken this property over, has prevented the
Lincoln Memorial Association from functioning as a private
institution to meet the situation?

Mr. THATCHER. © Exactly. This property was deeded to
the Government of the United States together with an endow-
ment fund of $50,000; and President Wilson and the Secretary
of War, Newton D. Baker, as appears of record in the House
Committee on Military Affairs, by which committee this bill was
unanimously reported, set forth the conditions of acceptance
in a formal instrument executed by them on August 18, 1916,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman one
minute more.

Mr. THATCHER. Now the statement is made that under
basic law we have the authority to make the needed appropria-
tion.- Whether that be true or not, we are not getting the
appropriation; the appropriation is not being made, and an
estimate has not been submitted by the Budget Bureau. I am
not criticizing the Budget Bureau; but the enactment of this
measure will place beyond peradventure, the right, on the part
of Congress, to make these appropriations.

Mr. MOORMAN. Is it not a fact that the Government now
has this $300,000 property?

Mr. THATCHER. Yes. It was the idea that the Govern-
ment would preserve and care for it. What we want to do is
to make the situation clear, so that there will be no question on
the part of the Secretary of War, or on the part of the Director
of the Budget of the right to recommend the required appro-
priations. [Applause and cries of “ vote! "]

Mr, Speaker, the proposed legislation is of an emergency
character. For nearly 13 years the United States has held the
ownership and exercised control of this property. It appears
that through all this period the War Department has been under
the impression that it was limited in funds for maintenance and
improvement purposes to the interest or income on the $50,000
endowment fund to which I have already referred. During all
these years, so far as I am advised, the War Department has not
submitted to Congress, or to the Budget, until recently, any
estimate of funds needed in the way of appropriations for any
of these improvements. This nonaction appears to have been
based upon the suggestion I have just indicated—namely,
that War Department officials were under the impression that
additional funds could not be appropriated except under some
further legislative authority therefor.

The pending bill was introduced after its proponents had con-
ferred with War Department officials, and it was not pressed
until inquiry had been made of the Budget officials in relation
to the subject. A month ago or more the Secretary of War
finally submitted to the Bureau of the Budget an estimate for
$80,000 for the indicated improvements; but this estimate has
not been submitted by the Bureau of the Budget to Congress,
and my information is that the Budget officers believe that fur-
ther legislative authorization is required upon which to base
the proposed expenditures for these greatly needed improve-
ments,

The act of 1916 contains no specific provisions anthorizing
the making of appropriations for any purpose. The pending
measure contains the necessary appropriation authorizations for
all needed purposes,

The House Commitiee on Military Affairs unanimously re-
ported in favor of the enactment of this bill, and an identical
bill introduced in the Senate (8. 5228) received the like favor-
able report by the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate.
Under leave given me I herewith include as a part of my re-
marks on the pending measure a copy of the letter written by
the Secretary of War to the chairman of the Military Affairs
Committee of the Senate giving approval of this measure, and
indicating that it had been submitted to the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget, who advised “ that same is not in con-
fliect with the financial program of the President.” Also, nnder
the leave thus given me, I include as a part of what I have to
say on this subject certain extracts from the hearings before
the House Military Affairs Committee, and from that commit-
tee's report, on the pending bill. The letter from the Secretary
of War to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Military
Affairs was dated January 21, 1929, and is as follows:
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War DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January £1, 1929,
Hon. D. A. REED,
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United Etates Senate.

DeAr SExATOR REED: In compliance with your request of January 16,
1929, I am pleased to submit the following report on 8. 5228:

The subject of the proposed legislation is “ To provide for the im-
provement and preservation of the land and buildings of the Abraham
Lincoln National Park or Reservation.”

The applicable provision of existing law is an act approved July 17,
1916 (39 Stat. 385), which provides for the acceptance of a deed of gift
or conveyance from the Lincoln Farm Assoclation, a corporation, to the
United States of America, of land near the town of Hodgenville, eounty
of Larue, State of Kentucky, embracing the homestead of Abraham Lin-
coln and the log cabin in which he was born, together with the memorial
hall incloging the same; and, further, to aceept an assignment or trans-
fer of an endowment fund of $50,000 in relation thereto,

Under the provisions of the act approved July 17, 1916, the Govern-
ment, under an agreement entered into August 18, 1916, took over the
birthplace of Abraham Lincoln near Hodgenville, Ky., comprising a 110-
acre farm, together with the improvements made thereon, and including
a $200,000 marble memorial which was constructed to inclose the log
cabin in which Lincoln was born; also a trust fund of $46,000 invested
in bonds,

Bince the time the Lineoln farm and memorial were taken over by
the Government in 1916 the interest on the trust fund, which amounts
at present to $2,040 per annum, has been expended in the maintenance
and upkeep of the farm and memorial, and with the exception of $5,000,
which was appropriated for expenditure during the current fiscal year,
no other Government funds have been used for the maintenance and
upkeep of this reservation, During the past year a study and investiga-
tion of the existing conditions and needed improvements was made,
which shows that the farm and memorial are in a badly run-down eon-
dition and that approximately the amount of money authorized to be
appropriated by the proposed bill will be needed to place them in a con-
dition commensurate with their importance as a national ghrine, These
improvements ean not be made until Congress has authorized the neces-
sary appropriations,

In order that the Lincoln Farm and Memorial may be fittingly
maintained, it is necessary that a sum in excess of the interest on the
trust fund be expended annually for its maintenance and upkeep. It is,
therefore, recommended that 8. 5228 be amended ag follows :

“Page 2, line 22, after the words ‘provisions of ' and before the
words ‘this act, insert the language, ‘section 1 of,’ and in the same
line, on the said page 2, after the words ‘this act,’ strike out the
period and insert in its stead a semicolon and add the following lan-
guage: ‘and authorization is also hereby given for such appropriations
a8 may in the future be deemed necessary for the proper protection,
preservation, care, maintenance, and operation of the said national park
or reservation, including the salaries and compensation of a superin-
tendent and other needed employees.’ "

As thus amended the bill meets the approval of the War Department.

If any additional information from the War Department is desired,
I shall be pleased to furnish it. *

If the Committee on Military Affairs wishes to- have hearings upon
the proposed legislation, the following-named officer is designated to
appear before your committee: Col. William R. Gibson, Quartermaster
Corps.

The proposed legislation has been submitted to the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget, who advises that same is not in conflict with the
financial program of the President.

Bincerely yours,
DwicgHT F. Davis,
Beeretary of War,

Mr. Speaker, to use the apt phrase, “ We are confronted with

a condition and not a theory.” In this matter we are operating
under the Budget system. If it is impossible to secure the
submission through regular channels of estimates for the needed
appropriations under existing law, then there is no alternative
but to broaden the basic aet by this proposed legislation. If
this bill is enacted, we have every reason to believe that there
will be submitted to Congress the necessary requests and esti-
mates for the appropriations which must be made in order that
these improvements may be made. This bill confers upon Con-
gress specific authority to make appropriations for the detailed
needs at present involved, and section 2 also authorizes all
needed appropriations for the future. The bill in its entirety,
as amended by the House and Senate committees and as ap-
proved by the Secretary of War, follows:

A bill (H. R. 156857) to provide for the improvement and preservation
of the land and buildings of the Abrabam Lincoln National Park or
Reservation
Be it enacted, ete., That for the purpose of protecting from disintegra-

tlon and of improving, beautifying, and preserving the Abraham Lincoln
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National Park or Reservation established under the act entitled “An act
to aecept a deed or gift or conveyance from the Lincoln Farm Associa-
tion, a corporation, to the United Btates of America, of land near the
town of Hodgenville, county of Larue, State of Kentucky, embracing the
homestead of Abraham Lincoln and the log cabin in which he was born,
together with the memorial hall inclosing the same; and further to
accept an assignment or transfer of an endowment fund of $50,000 in
relation thereto,” approved July 17, 1916 (U. 8. C. title 18, secs. 211
214), the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to provide for
(1) the improvement of such exlsting roadways, walks, and buildings in
such park or reservation ; and (2) the planting of such trees, plants, and
shrubbery ; the constructior of such additional roadways, walks, and
buildings, and of such fences, parking spaces, drainage structures, cul-
verts, and bridges; and the making of such other improvements, as in
his judgment may be necessary for the preservation, beautification,
and protection from disintegration of such park or reservation, including
the log cabin In which Abraham Lincoln was born and the memorial
hall inclosing the same, and which may serve to render such park or
reservation convenient for the appropriate use and enjoyment by the
publie.

Sec. 2. There is authorized to be appropriated the sum of $100,000,
or so0 much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the provisions
of section 1 of this act; and authorization is also hereby given for such
appropriations as may, in the future, be deemed necessary for the
proper protection, preservation, eare, maintenance, and operation of the
said national park or reservation, including the salaries and compensa-
tion of a superintendent and other needed employees.

There appeared before the House committee at the hearings
on this measure Col. W. R. Gibson, of the Administrative Serv-
ice of the Quartermaster’s Department, and he testified touch-
ing the funds needed for the indicated improvements, as carried
}n“thls bill, and from the hearings his testimony is quoted, as

ollows :
STATEMENT OF COL. W. R. GIBSON, OF THR ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE IN
THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE

Colonel Gieson. Those are the estimates.

Mr. TaarcHer. And they show that something between eighty and
one hundred thousand dollars would be reasonably required to put
this property in suitable condition, including roads, parking places, and
things of that sort

Colonel Gisson. Yes, sir. That report was prepared under the direc-
tion of the commanding officer, Jeffersonville Quartermaster Depot,
Jeffersonville, Ind., who has administrative control of the Lincoln
farm. A great many reports had been received in the office of the
Quartermaster General regarding the unsatisfactory condition of this
farm, and in order that proper action could be taken to remedy these
conditions the Quartermaster General directed the commanding officer
of the Jeffersonville Quartermaster Depot to make a detailed survey of
the conditions and to submit a complete report.

Prior to the present fiscal year, the Government has spent no money
on the farm, other than the interest on the trust funds which amounts
to approximately $2,040 per year. This amount has proved to be
entirely insufficient, with the result that the roads, grounds, buildings,
and fences have deteriorated. The entire farm is in a run-down condi-
tion and can not be placed in the condition which it merits as a na-
tional shrine without the expenditure of a considerable sum of
money.

The amount asked for in the report is, in my opinion, the minimum
required for improvements, This would enable us to rebuild and extend
the road leading from the Jackson Highway to the memorial building,
provide suitable parking space, build a comfort station and rest room,
repair buildings on the farm, rebuild fences and definitely mark the
boundary lines, plant trees, and landscape the farm, provide suitable
drainage, which is a difficult problem, and make other needed improve-
ments, When the farm is placed in first-class condition it can be suit-
ably maintained from small annual appropriations,

I quote the following from the favorable report of the House
Committee on Military Affairs:
PURPOSES OF THE BILL

A full hearing was accorded to the proponents of the measure, at
which appeared Representative THATCHER, of Kentucky, author of the
bill, and Representative MoorMaN, also of Kentucky, and In whose dis-
trict the indicated property is located. In addition, a representative
of the United States Quartermaster Department, Col. W. R. Gibson,
chief of the administrative service of that department, upon request,
appeared and verified estimates of cost of reguired improvements and
work covered by the proposed $100,000 authorization.

The purpose of this legislation is (1) to authorize the sum or $100,000,
or so much thereof as may be y, for the ry improvement
of the Lincoln farm property in Larue County, Ky., whereon Abraham
Lincoln was born, and now formally known as the Abraham Lincoln
National Park or Reservation, in order that the same may now be put
into proper condition for its protection and preservation and rendered
available for the use and enjoyment by the publie, and (2) to authorize
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such general approprintions as may in the future be deemed necessary
for the proper protection, preservation, care, maintenance, and operation
of this property. The farm consists of about 1101 acres.

HISTORY OF LINCOLN FARM

As already indicated, upon this tract of land and in a little log cabin
yet preserved in the memorial building thereon, then in Hardin County,
and now in Larue County, Ky., Abraham Lincoln was born. It was
from this farm that Thomas Lincoln, the father, removed to southern
Indiana, taking with him his family, Including the child who in the
course of years was destined to achieve immortal distinction. After a
long period, and abont the year 1906, this little plot of broken land
was acquired by the Lincoln Farm Associdtion—of which Robert J.
Collier, the well-known publisher, was the leading spirit—a private
corporation organized for the purpose of acguiring this property and
building thereon a suitable memorial to the memory of Lincoln.

In addition, the nssociation solicited and received popular subserip-
tions throughout the country for the purpose of constructing such me-
morial, with the result that the net sum of something like $250,000
was collected. Of this total about $200,000 was expended in the con-
struction of a beautiful memorial hall or building of marble, and the
balance, about $50,000, was invested in securities to constitute a fund,
the income from which should be devoted to the preservation and main-
tenance of the property. In this memorial hall there was then placed,
there to be permanently kept and preserved, the little old log cabin in
which the great emancipator was born, and there it is to-day.

ENABLING ACT

In the year 1016, during the first administration of President Wil-
son, there was enncted by Congress the aet of July 17, 1916 (ch. 247,
80 Stat, 386:; U. 8. C. title 16, secs. 211-214), authorizing and
confirming acceptance by the United States of America of the title to
this land, together with all buildings and appurtenances thereom, and
“ pgpecially the log cabin in which Abraham Lincoln was born, and the
memorial hall inclosing the same,” deseribed in the deed of conveyance
executed on the 11th day of April, 1918, by the Lincoln Farm Associa-
tion to the United States of America. The act also, by its further
terms, declared and confirmed the acceptance by the United States of
the $50,000 endowment already referred to. Section 1 of the act
provides that—

“The title to such lands, buildings, and appurtenances is accepted
upon the terms and conditions stated In said deed or conveyance,
namely : That the land therein described, together with the bulldings
and appurfenances thereon, shall be forever dedicated to the purposes
of a national park or reservation, the United States of America agree-
ing to protect and preserve the said lands, buildings, and appurtenances,
and especially the log cabin in which Abraham Lincoln was born and
the memorial hall inclosing the same, from spolintion, destruction, and
further disintegration, to the end that they may be preserved for all
time, so far as may be; and further agreeing that there shall never be
any charge or fee made to or asked from the publie¢ for admission to
the said park or reservation.”

Section 2 of the act provides that—

«mhe title to said endowment fund is accepted upon the terms and
conditions stated in said assignment and transfer, namely, that the
United States of America shall forever keep the said tract of land
deseribed in said deed, together with the buildings and appurtenances
thereunto belonging, dedicated to the purpose of a national park or
reservation, and that there shall never be any charge or fee made to
or asked from the public for admission to the said park or reserva-
tion; and, further, shall forever protect, preserve, and maintain said
land, buildings, and appurtenances, and especially the log cabin in
which Abraham Lincoln was born and the memorial hall inclosing the
game, from spoliation, destruction, and further disintegration, to the
end that they may be preserved for all time, as far as may be, as a
national park or reservation.”

For obvious reasons Congress, the executive branch of the Govern-
ment, and those in charge of the affairs of the Lincoln Farm Associa-
tion believed that upon the comstruction of the memorial hall and
the housing therein of the Lincoln eabin, the same, together with the
original Lincoln farm, should pass into the hands of the United States
Government, to be forever preserved and maintained as a great his-
torieal and patriotie shrine for the use, emjoyment, and inspirational
benefit of all the people.

A GIFT TO THE GOVERNMENT

Thus this property, which had cost about $250,000, came into the
hands of the United States Government without cost to it. The whole
was a gift to the Government made upon the solemn compact and
agreement that the United States would dedicate the property as a
national park or reservation, free for public use and enjoyment, and
should forever proteect, preserve, and maintain the same as indicated
in the language of the enabling act, already guoted.

In the printed hearings on this bill will be found the deed conveying
the Lincoln farm and structures to the United States; the instrument
transferring to the United States the trust or endowment fund named
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in the act; and the formal instrument of acceptance in behalf of the
United States, executed by President Wilson and Secretary of War
Newton D. Baker, for all of this property, agreeably to the terms of
said act. Speecial reference is here made to section 3, authorizing the
execution of such instrument, and to section 4, placing the property
under the control and administration of the Secretary of War; and
under whose control and administration the property has since re-
mained.
NEED FOR THE PROPOSED AUTHORIZATION

It appears that the SBecretary of War has expended no funds in the
improvement, preservation, and maintenance of the property beyond
those received as interest or Income on the securities making up the
trust or endowment fund already mentioned; this income is about
$2,000 a year, and has proven absolutely inadequate not only for the
preservation, maintenance, and protection of this property, but also
for its greatly needed improvement; and Congress has made no appro-
priation therefor. Hence, there having been transferred to the United
States of America all of this property, and having been accepted by the
United States under the solemn compaect or agreement, as set forth in
the act of Congress, and the instrument executed in conformity there-
with, forever to preserve and maintain for the use and benefit of the
public as a national park or reservation the Lincoln farm and struc-
tures thereon, the United States Government will be most derelict if it
fails to carry out its agreement.

Because funds for substantial protection and improvement of the
property have not been provided, the grounds have fallen into a state
of dangerous deterioration. Not only this but there have never been
provided proper roads, parking spaces, drainage facilities, fencing, rest
houses, plantings, and the like, necessary to put the property in the
condition in which it should be placed and maintained.

At present, as fully set forth in the hearings, the grounds around the
memorial building and the old Lincoln spring are periodically flooded
by rains and become veritable swamps; there is no adequate roadway
approach to the memorial from the Jackson Highway, a greatly trav-
eled north and south publie thoroughfare, and Federal-aid project,
which runs through the Lincoln farm..

There should be a better approach to the memorial constructed, and
also adequate parking spaces. In addition, means for proper draining
of the property should be provided; and the fencing and planting of
trees and shrubs in certain sections of the farm, to protect and beautify
it, should be made. At present, portions of the farm are being washed
into deep gullies, and these contribute not only to the unkempt and
unsightly eppearance of the grounds, but also add to the general de-
terioration of the property., Last year, under direction of the Quarter-
master’s Department, a careful survey was made of the conditions on
the Lincoln farm, and a formal report was submitted to the Quarter-
master General showing the pressing needs in the matter of improvement
and preservation of this property. The detailed estimate submitted
with that report shows that it will cost not less than $80,101.97 to put
the property in proper condition. This detailed estimate appears in
the printed hearings on the bill. Some of the major items of the estimate
follow :

For fencing, $2,000; for reconstruction of present approach road,
$11,410.80; for continuation of present approach road around the rear
of memorial building to old log house on the farm, $28,000; for filling
in gullies and erosions, $1,050; for installation of tile, ete., for drainage
purposes, $850; for construction of 14,000 square feet of parking area
near the memorial, $15,600.27; for replacement of present gravel on
landings in steps to memorial building and walks around building with
brick, $1,797.40; for construction of rest rooms, septic tank, sewage
disposal, and connection to water supply, $12,000; for installation of
new pumping unit, cleaning out the old well, and renovating old water
tank, $800; for additional labor needed for care of property, $1.860.
Other items of a minor nature make up the difference involved in the
total above referred to. Also in the hearings will be found other extracts
from the report of the Quartermaster’s Department, referred to, touch-
ing the urgent needs involved, and much other valuable information,
including a brief history of the Lincoln cabin now preserved in the
memorial,

The amount received in annual Income on the investment fund pays
gomething in the way of compensation to the caretaker and some part-
time help, but, of course, does not afford any margin for substantial
improvements on the property.

Recently the Secretary of War submitted to the Bureau of the Budget
a recommendation for an appropriation for the above-named sum,
$80,101.97, for the indicated purposes; but the Budget officers have
indicated thelr judgment that in order to provide an appropriation for
these improvements it will be necessary for a bill authorizing such appro-
priation to be enacted. Hence, the present measure was introduced to
provide this authorization, and also to authorize in the future such
further appropriations as may be deemed necessary for the proper eare,
preservation, maintenance, and operation of this property. A com-
mittee amendment to section 2 was adopted after conference by Repre-
sentative THATCHER with Budget and War Department officials. This
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amendment, if adopted, will authorize such future appropriations as may
be required for the purpose just indicated. Any such appropriations
will be in addition to the annual income which will be received from the
investment fund, and that income will, of course, reduce by its amount
the total of such appropriations, which in the future may be thus
required,

Bince the estimates of the Quartermaster’s Department indicate that
gomething more than $80,000 is needed for the purpose of placing the
property in condition to be properly preserved and to be properly
uged and enjoyed by the general public—as was contemplated by Con-
gress and the executive branch of the Government when the property was
taken over by the Government—the pending bill carries an authorization
for present improvement purposes of $100,000, or so much thereof as
may be necessary. If the bill becomes a law, estimates and justification
for the needed improvements will have to be submitted through regular
channels and appropriations made by Congress upon the usual hearings
obtaining in such matters. All these proposed improvements will be on
the Lincoln farm or reservation, and none outside of it.

Under the intolerable conditions which obtain at present the general
publiec can not have proper access to this historic spot, nor the simplest
convenlences when visiting it. Because of the lack of proper roadways
and parking spaces, visitors at certain seasons must trudge through mud
and slush in order to visit the memorial and to see therein the Lincoln
cabin; and also when vigiting the memorial in any numbers they are
unable to find parking space for their cars and are subjected to every
form of inconvenience.

The committee deems it unnecessary to argue further the merits of
the proposed measure. The obligation of the United States Government
is of the most sacred character and should be discharged. This prop-
erty is going to rack and ruin because there have not been made the
necessary improvements for its care and preservation, and because of
the impossible physical conditions obtaining the people are belng denled
the right to visit this great shrine and to receive the inspirational value
of such contact.

Under the circumstances involved any continued fallure to make the
necessary improvements and to render this historic site fully available
for the use and enjoyment of our people would, in the committee’s
judgment, be considered as nothing less than a national disgrace.
Definite and adequate action should be at once taken,

The indicated improvements should be made, and made without
further delay, and the property put in sunitable condition, and thus
maintained, so that the purposes and intent of Congress In the act of
acceptance, and the purposes and Intent of the donors of the property
and of the executive branch of the Government may be carried out.

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, if the appropriations could be se-
cured without the necessity of further legislation, such result
would have been greatly preferred, for the time and effort neces-
sary to secure this enactment would have been avoided. The
proponents of this bill, however, knowing the needs involved—
as the officials of the War Department also know them—and
finding it impossible to secure the submission to Congress, under
existing law, of the required estimates, and after conferences
with the various executive officers who must deal with the sub-
ject, have proposed this bill and have asked its enactment, feel-
ing assured that if and when it shall become a law all these
officials will agree that their right to ask for the needed funds
will be of the most undoubted character, and will act accord-
ingly. L ]

In the absence of such enactment we can hardly hope to
secure the necessary appropriations, Since between eighty and
one hundred thousand dollars will be required to put this prop-
erty in condition for preservation and publie use, it is not to be
hoped that in the absence of a Budget recommendation therefor
an appropriation may be secured. Even if included in an ap-
propriation bill, a point of order might be made against the
item. Why not make the authority clear? For these reasons
this bill should be enacted—and enacted without delay—so that
there may come through the Bureau of the Budget the estimates
for the required appropriations and the items included in the
last deficieney bill of this session.

Mr. Speaker, this spot, this shrine, is of too sacred a char-
acter, and the obligation of the United States is of too solemn a
nature, to permit of any further delay on the subject of the
proper improvement and preservation of this property. Let us
enact this bill into law, and the questions at issue will be
forever settled and this holy place will be, for all time, ren-
dered available for the use, enjoyment, and inspirational benefit
of the people.

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. MooRMAN].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized
for four minutes.

Mr. MOORMAN. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen of
the House, I have the honor to represent the fourth district of
Kentucky, from which Abraham Lincoln came. [Applause,] I
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have an intimate knowledge of the situation that prevails at his
birthplace. In my humble opinion, it is a disgrace to the name
of the proud Nation that accepted the gift of $300,000 of the
money of the people of my State and the Nation. That $300,000
was largely contributed 10 cents and a quarter of a dollar at a
time by the school children and citizens, and the Lincoln Me-
morial Association ecame here and made a sacred contract with
the United States by which the Government took over this
property 13 years ago; and to-day the same conditions prevail
there that prevailed then. I respectfully refer you to my speech
delivered on January 17 for the details. The sacred contract
made April 12, 1916, is to-day unfulfilled. It provided:

The title to such lands, buildings, and appurtenances is accepted upon
the terms and conditions stated in sald deed or conveyance, namely,
that the land therein described, together with the buildings and ap-
purtenances thereon, shall be forever dedicated to the purpose of
national park or reservation, the United States of America agreeing
to protect and preserve the said lands, buildings, and appurtenances,
and especially the log cabin in which Abraham Lincoln was born and
the memorial hall inclosing the same, from spoliation, destruetion, and
forther disintegration, to the end that they may be preserved for all
time, so far as may be; and further agreeing that there shall never
be any charge or fee made to or asked from the public for admission
to the sald park or reservatiom.

And, as to the endowment fund, said bill provided:

The title to said endowment fund is accepted upon the terms and
conditions stated in said assignment and transfer, namely, that the
United States of America shall forever keep the said tract of land
described in sald deed, together with the buildings and appurtenances
thereunto belonging, dedicated to the purpose of a national park or
reservation, and that there shall never be any charge or fee made to or
asked from the public for admission to the said park or reservation;
and, further, shall forever protect, preserve, and maintain said land,
buildings, and appurtenances, and especlally the log cabin in which
Abraham Lincoln was born and the memorial hall incloging the same,
from spoilation, destruction, and further disintegration, to the end
that they may be preserved for all time, as far as may be, as a mna-
tional park or reservation. i

It was contemplated by the act in the minds of the contract-
ing parties, that there would be all necessary repairs and future
development. Section 3 specifically provides:

That the President of the United States of America and the Beeretary
of War are hercby authorized to execute, in the name of the United
States of Ameriea, such instrument or instruments as may be or may
become necessary to comply with or carry out the terms and conditions
of such gift or gifts and to secure the full benefit therefrom.

I said:

The Lincoln Farm Association had collected together the essentials
to create this national shrine. Congress accepted it and agreed to do
such things as necessary “to secure full benefit” therefrom." Other-
wise the association would have continued to funetion by collecting
‘more money by popular subscription, thereby maintaining and improv-
ing the place to meet present conditioms.

At this time it is impossible for the thousands of people from
America and other countries to conre there and view that sacred
spot with comfort or real pleasure. Recently 17 automobiles,
carrying 40 people each, came there at one time. The road is
only 10 or 12 feet wide, and those conveyances undertook to go
down to that shrine, but they could not all get there. There
was great confusion and discomfort, and there were comments
which made us ashamed of ourselves. Deterioration, waste,
and regret command one’s atiention. It is not the fault of
Kentucky, and it is not the fault of those patriotic, liberty-
loving people who made the gift to the Government. They
turned over that sacred cabin, inclosed in a $225,000 marble me-
morial building, 110 acres of land and appurtenances, and an en-
dowment fund of $50,000, making in all $300,000, under the
sacred promise that this shrine would be maintained in proper
order and so as to get the maximum use of it from that day
until now. What is the result? Thirteen years have elapsed
and nothing has been done. Conditions have been and are
growing worse each day. A mere pittance of $5,000 was appro-
priated, and only about $2,500 of that amount has ever been
used. The War Department knew the sum was inadequate, as
their report shows.

‘We made application to the Bureau of the Budget and fo the
War Department, under whose jurisdiction this comes, and
they advised us to introduce a bill. We have now introduced a
bill, and we are told that it is a mistake. I did not think it
was necessary under the law, but the failure to act made it so.

I come here as one of that species that is now about to become
extinct down in Kentucky, a Democratic Representative, and I
respectfully implore you, regardless of your politics and re-
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gardless of the side of the House on which you sit, to give this
bill your support and help honor the name and memory of a man
my distriet loves. [Applause.] This is no time nor place for
eloquence, but our country must save its honor and keep its word.

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORMAN. Yes.

Mr. BURTNESS. The situation the gentleman has disclosed
is disgraceful, of course, and should be corrected, but there is
one question which occurs to me.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky
has expired.

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one-half
minute additional.

Mr. BURTNESS. I notice that the bill provides not only
for the building of fences, the improvement of roads, the
coustruction of sanitary conveniences, providing parking spaces,
and so forth, but also provides for beautifying the place by the
planting of trees and shrubbery and making a park out of it,
Now, it oceurs to me that the general public would be more
inspired by seeing the physical farm as it exists there, but
properly protected. It seems to me they would rather see it
substantially as it was at the time of the birth of Lincoln than
to have it changed into a park.

Mr. MOORMAN. There will be a real old rail fence to pro-
tect this place. We are going to preserve the Lincoln farm and
the buildings and appurtenances in such manner as to meet the
ideas advanced by my interested celleague.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no idea that I will
be able to secure the defeat of this bill, so great is the regard
of every Member for the memory of Lincoln, but, as a matter of
fact, that is not involved in this bill at all.

I have been much surprised to have recognition given for
the consideration of this bill under suspension of the rules.
There are so many bills of importance on the calendar that I
had not supposed it would be easy to get recognition to bring
up this bill, a bill which is absolutely unnecessary. It had not
been reached on the Unanimous Consent Calendar until to-day.
To-day was the first time it was called. When it was called
I pointed out the law which- authorizes these appropriations,
just as much as the bill now pending authorizes them. In other
words, the passage of this bill will add nothing in authority for
appropriations for this very desirable purpose.

Mr. MOORMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. MOORMAN. If the gentleman believes we already have
that authority, how can it hurt to pass this bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Why do we not spend our time here in
passing a multitude of entirely useless bills when there are so
many important measures awaiting consideration?

Any parliamentarian in the House will agree with me, I
know, that the language I am about fo read from the funda-
mental act authorizes appropriations for this purpose, and all
the pending bill does is to authorize appropriations,

I will read from the fundamental act:

The United States accepts title to the lands mentioned in the deed
of gift or conveyance now in the possession of the Secretary of War,
together with all of the.buildings and appurtenances thereon, especially
the log cabin in which Abraham Lincoln was born and the memorial
hall incloging the same; * * * that the land therein described in
such deed or conveynnce * * * ghall be forever dedicated to the
purposes of a national park or reservation, the TUnited States of
America agreeing to protect and preserve the said lands, buildings, and
appurtenances, and especially the log eabin in which Abrabam Lincoln
was born and the memorial hall inclosing the same from spoliation and
destruction and further disintegration to the end that they may be
preserved for all time. * * * And further shall forever protect,
preserve, and maintain said lands, buildings, and appurtenances, and
especially the log cabin, * * * to the end that they may be pre-
served for all time as far as may be as a national park or reservation.

Now, under our rules there are numerous precedents. It is
not disputed by any parliamentarian that when we pass an act
imposing a duty on a branch of the Government that act itself
is basis for appropriations to carry out such responsibility.
This act places on the Secretary of War this responsibility. It
authorizes appropriations. The bill that is now being presented
does not add anything whatever to that authority.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CRAMTON. I yield

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. As I understand, a favorable
recommendation could not be secured from the War Depart-
ment, and the O. K. of the Budgzet could not be secured. Let
us assume we would offer an amendment on the floor to the
appropriation bill; I think I can hear the genfleman from
Michigan saying that it did not have the O, K. of the Budget,
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Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman has no right to assume
that, but 1 will say——

Mr. VINSON of Kentueky.
many times say that,

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say this to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky that if such an amendment was offered on the floor to
the appropriation bill he would not héar the gentleman from
Michigan make the point of order that it was not authorized
by existing law, because I know it is aunthorized, and if the gen-
tleman from Kentucky wants to bring that question up, why
did not the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THATCHER] or the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MoorMmAN], if they knew of these
conditions—I did not know of them—offer an amendment to the
War Department appropriation bill, and this House would have
voted it, and the gentlemen would have had their money in the
pending War Department appropriation bill,

Mr, THATCHER. Will the gentleman let me answer for
myself, inasmuch as he called me by name? Because I know
that of all men the gentleman would have been the first to
interpose a technical objection, [Applause.]

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, I will say this to
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THATCHER], that there is
no one in this House who spends more time getting money out
of the Treasury and less time in keeping it there than the
gentleman from Kentucky. [Applause.] So I necessarily give
the gentleman special attention, but I know the rules of the
House, and if I had been interested in this proposition, I will
say to the gentleman from Kentucky, as the gentleman pro-
fesses to be, I would not have tried to get the limelight with a
bill here with my name on it, but I would have offered an
amendment fo the War Department appropriation bill and
would have had the money. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be sus-
pended and the bill passed?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
ScHAFER) there were—ayes 230, noes 21.

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were
suspended and the bill was passed,

AMENDMENT OF FOREIGN SERVICE BUILDINGS ACT

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass as amended the bill (H. R. 15735) to amend the Foreign
Service buildings act, 1926, as amended, ;

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to
suspend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 15735 as amended.
The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Foreign Service buildings act, 1028, as
amended (U. B. C. Supp. I, title 22, secs. 292-209 ; 45 Stat. L. p. 971),
is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sections :

“Bec. 9. At the reguest of the Foreign Service Buildings Commis-
sion, the President is authorized to detail such officers, warrant officers,
and enlisted men of the Army and the Navy, as in his judgment may be
necessary, to the Department of State for duty in connection with the
exercise of functions under the provisions of this act, the number so
detailed not fo exceed 10 on any one project.

“8rc. 10. During the period of such detail any such officer, warrant
officer, or enlisted magp shall receive the pay and allowances of his re-
spective rank or rating, and the period of such detail shall be counted
in computing longevity and retirement, in the same manner and to the
same extent as if such officer, warrant officer, or enlisted man was
serving with the military or naval forees,

“8rc. 11. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, any officer,
warrant officer, or enlisted man detailed for duty under this act shall be
entitled to recelve rental allowances while serving outside the conti-
nental limits of the United States, whether or not public quarters are
available and occupled by any such officer, warrant officer, or enlisted
man."”

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be con-
sidered as ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill gives to the
Secretary of State, under the direction of the Foreign Service
Buildings Commission, authority to secure the services of offi-
cers of the Army and the Navy to superintend the construction
of embassies, legations, and consulates in various parts of the
world.

The Foreign Service Buildings Commission consists of the
Secretaries of State, Treasury, and Commerce, the chairman
and ranking minority member of the Committee on Foreign

I have heard the gentleman so
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Relations of the Senate and the chairman a_md ranking minority
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House,

We are ready to begin construction in a number of places
throughout the world and the problem of proper supervision of
the work, which is vital to securing a proper return for the
money of the Government, is a matter of very great importance.
It is customary to superintend work of this kind everywhere.
The duty is usually performed by the architect. But in many
of these places, some of them quite inaccessible, it would be im-
possible to have this work properly done unless we are certain
that it will be superintended by men from the Government
service. 5

The commission, therefore, reached the conclusion that the
gafe thing to do was to secure this authorization to detail
Army engineers, or in some instances engineers of the Navy,
as superintendents. It is especially necessary because the
work is largely reinforced concrete, and it is absolutely neces-
sary to put the proper ingredients into the mixture.

Take, for instance, Calcutta, the plans are about ready for an
office building and apartment, It is an emergency case, as
many are. For instance, last year the turnover in the commer-
cial service was over 100 per cent on account of ill health. The
buildings will be concrete.

There is another provision in the bill which follows the policy
of Congress ic regard to the river and harbor improvements
in eases where it will be impossible to secure competent con-
tractors. Take for instance Tegucigalpa, Honduras. I have
in mind another city where there is only one contractor. The
commission desires to be in position whereby, if necessary, it
can do the work where we can not get satisfactory contracts.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PORTER, I yield.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. What status do these military officers
assigned to these places have? Are they attachés?

Mr. PORTER. They have no status.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman think we can send a
sailor or a soldier into a country unless he is a military attaché?

Mr. PORTER. They hold a position in the Government. We
shall send only one man, except to the important places, where
we may send four or five men. We may have to send additional
men where we do the work ourselves. We will need two or
three warrant officers as bookkeepers or clerks in these in-
stances.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why ecan not you take employees from
the Treasury Department accustomed to building and this kind
of work, and then we will not have any complications?

Mr, PORTER. There is no danger of any complications. We
are doing it now ; we are doing it in Haiti.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PORTER. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. Why should warrant officers obtain rental
allowances if there are public quarters available?

Mr. PORTER. That is following the general law.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not as innocent
as it looks. It is a departure from custom and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has presented no reason why it is necessary
to detail officers and soldiers of the Army and the Navy and the
Marine Corps to foreign countries to assist and participate in
superintending the building of embassy structures. Now, gentle-
men, if you read the report there is not one single word from
the Secretary of State, and I doubt very much whether this bill
has the indorsement of the Department of State. Under the
present practice and custom of generations of use, military and
naval officers may be assigned to foreign countries only as duly
aceredited attachés of the legation or embassy.

Mr. PORTER. Will the gentleman yield? It has the indorse-
ment of the Foreign Service Buildings Commission, consisting of
three Cabinet officers and four Members of Congress.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the Department of State as such in-
terested in the proposed sending of these sailors and soldiers
into foreign countries to look out for the contracts and build-
ings?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does the gentleman know whether the
War Department or the Navy Department, who will have super-
vision over these men, have been consulted and have been given
an opportunity to make any comment upon this bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course the big question here relates
to our relations with foreign countries in sending members of
the armed forces there who have no diplomatic connection.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. My question is whether the armed forces
of the United States can be used in any capacity without the
particular departments having them in charge consenting to it.

Mr.
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Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAGUARDIA. In a moment. If the Members of the
House will read the bill, they will find that it even provides for
gending a medical officer along with each detachment, and it
looks like a regunlar military mission. Picture the complications
that would arise if any of these soldiers who are sent to super-
vise the mixing of the concrete, as described by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PorreEr], should get into a fight with
native laborers. We would immediately have a complicated
international situation, because it would be immediately charged
that natives of a foreign country assaulted officers of the Ameri-
can Army or Navy. If the only purpose of the bill were to ob-
tain supervision over contractors, or to get the necessary experi-
enced talent where we are putting up buildings by ourselves, this
commission might eall on the Treasury Department, which has a
trained building force that is now constructing a hundred million
dollars’ worth of buildings, and not take inexperienced men from
the Army and Navy.

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes.

Mr. COLE of Towa. The only purpose of that is that the
Army and the Navy men may be on the ground, and why not
utilize them for that purpose, instead of going to the expense of
sending men from Washington to do a very small job of super-
vising?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Very well. Then I say to the gentleman
from Iowa that if there were a bill before the House providing
that where officers, warrant officers, or enlisted men of the Army
and the Navy are on foreign service at a place where the For-
eign Service Commission is constructing a building, that such
officers and men may be detailed to that work, there would be no
serious objection to it. But this bill is such a departure from
precedent, something so novel, so unnecessary, as to make the
bill silly. The very idea is silly. I ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania what is meant by this langnage:

The President is authorized to detail such officers, warrant officers,
and enlisted men of the Army and the Navy, as in his judgment may be
necessary, to the Department of State for duty in connection with the
exercise of functions under the provisions of this act,

Mr. PORTER. It means just exactly what it says, the exer-
cise of functions under the provisions of this act. The officers
detailed superintend the construction of the work, and it is a
very important matter. I ean not emphasize this too much.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why is it important to have soldiers and
sailors do that.

Mr. PORTER. Instances are bound to arise where the Gov-
ernment will have to do the work itself, which will require yeo-
men or two or three soldiers as timekeepers and bookkeepers to
perform duties of that sort.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield to me?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, The confusion has been rather
considerable during this argument and I have not been able to
get all that has been said. Do I understand now that this is to
authorize the detailing from the Army of officers or men in
uniform to render certain services in connection with the con-
struction of embassy buildings or buildings where our ministers
are to be housed, provided for under the laws that we have
passed within the past few years?

Mr. PORTER. Yes; although I doubt very much that they
would_wear uniforms. T see no necessity for it.

Mr.®GARRETT of Tennessee. But the bill anthorizes them
to do that; does it?

Mr. PORTER. Yes; they could if they wanted to.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman from
Pennsylvania think that that might be extremely dangerous?
We certainly do not expeet or desire to try to construct bumild-
ings for our ministers or our ambassadors in any country in
which we have to use soldiers to do it.

Mr. PORTER. No: it is not intended in that sense at all
We must exercise a proper oversight over construction, and
this is the best way to do it. As a matter of fact there would
be very few cases where there will be over two or three of our
men on the ground ; in many cases only one, We naturally look
to the Army and the Navy Departments, because they have
trained men. I will say to the gentleman from New York, the
Navy Department was represented before the committee and
supported this measure, It is the only way that we have of
assuring a proper return for the taxpayers’ money.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It still seems to me to be a
very peculiar thing that we should ntilize men in uniform, I
do not care how capable they are, who will have anything to
do with the construction of buildings for the occupancy of min-
isters and ambassadors in other countries. =
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Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman from New York
has the floor.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., I will yield.

Mr. DENISON. As I understand, although I may be misin-
formed, we have a great many men in the Engineer Corps, both
Army and Navy, who have experience in this kind of work. It
does not necessarily follow that they be in uniform; we have
that class of men selected for construction work on our rivers
and harbors and other construction work, flood-control work, and
so forth, and if we want to have intelligent men superyise or
look over the building of these buildings in foreign countries it
seems to me we might well use this class of men for that pur-
pose rather than to go to the expense of employing high-priced
engineers from private life. I can not see any objection, merely
because when they are on duty in the Army and Navy they have
to wear uniforms, I do not see any objection to detailing them
to look after such construction work.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman state the status these
men have in foreign countries. River and harbor work is all
on American soil under the jurisdiction of the United States
Government.

Mr. DENISON. When we build an embassy or legation build-
ing in a foreign country we are carrying on the business of our
Government with the permission of that government, and we
have a right to send anybody we want to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I beg to differ with the gentleman. Does
the gentleman intend to say that when a foreign government
builds an embassy in Washington, D. C., it can send over here
anybody it wants to in violation of the immigration law, in
violation of the treaties, in violation of the labor laws, in viola-
tion of the health laws? Of course, it can not, and such a propo-
gition is silly.

Mr. DENISON. I do not mean to say that, and I did not say
it, and the gentleman ean not properly draw any such inference
from what I said. We do not intend to do anything contrary
to the laws of other countries.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have no greater right in a foreign
territory than a foreign government has in our territory.

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman knows this bill does not con-
template our Government violating the laws of any country.
Our Government would not do such a thing. We counld not
authorize it if we wanted to do so. This merely authorizes the
detail of some men of the Army or the Navy or the Marine
Corps to look after the building of our buildings in foreign
countries.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, has not pro-
vided in his bill the status of these men in foreign countries
under the treaties.

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield, of course, we
have an Engineering Corps engaged in river and harbor im-
provements and works of that kind of an engineering character.
Can the gentleman from New York or the gentleman from
Pennsylvania state any use that is made of Army or Navy offi-
cers in construction work—I am speaking of construction work
upon buildings—other than for the use of the Army or the
Navy itself? We did not use them in the hospitals or the
Veterans’ Bureau

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. San Francisco fire.

Mr, PORTER. They supervised the buildings in Haiti—

Mr. CRAMTON. That is for the Army.

Mr. PORTER. If you will go to Port an Prince you
four buildings put up there by the marines.

Mr. CRAMTON. That is aside from my statement, I am
asking whether we use Army and Navy officers in Government
construction work in this country other than in the Army itself
or in the Navy itself? We do not put them at work on our
post-office buildings, do we? »

Mr. DYER. They put them on river and harbor work—engi-
neers.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am speaking of buildings.

Mr, DYER. All the public buildings are put up under the
Treasury except those for the Army and the Navy.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. My understanding is that the Army and Navy
at the present time—in the Navy in the Bureau of Yards and
Docks and in the Army in the civil engineer section—they have
not enough men to take care of more work than they are doing
themselves. It seems inexpedient that we should send those men
over the water to do this work. We ought to hire civilian help.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. The British are building an embassy in
Washington. What would Congress think if the British
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Government were to send 10 or 15 soldiers from their army to
put up that building?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They would not get very far. This bill
takes men inexperienced in construction work, and take a hard-
boiled quartermaster sergeant who gets into a row with his
laborers ; instead of a labor problem you are going to have an
international problem on your hands.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It seems to me if we have more
people in the Army and Navy than can be used for the pur-
poses that the Army and Navy are created for, we ought to
dismiss the surplus, and if we have no more than we need we
ought to keep as many as we need. It certainly does seem to
me that we are treading on rather dangerous ground when we
propose to take a part of the military force away from the
service they enlisted for and put them into the matter of
building in foreign countries.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, I think that is a very good
place to stop, so I will reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr., LaNTHICUM].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LAGuarpia] and the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Garrerr] misinterpret the intention of this committee.
Congress appropriated a sum of $10,000,000 a few years ago,
to be expended in the building of United States embassies and
office buildings throughout the world. There are a number of
these projects to go up. Some of them are under contract
and in some out-of-the-way places it may be necessary to build
them by day labor.

Now, the Foreign Service Building Commission feels a very
deep responsibility in connection with the expenditure of this
$10,000,000 and it wishes to throw around it every safeguard
possible; to see that none of the money is lost or wasted and
that no more money is paid than is necessary for those projects.
We want to see the -Government get a full dollar's worth of
work for every dollar. We want to see that contractors live
up to their contracts and put up buildings in accordance with
the plans and specifications. The intention of this bill is
merely this: If your Foreign Service Commission feels that a
man is necessary for such a project, to get the President to
detail him to do that. When you gentlemen voted for $24,000,-
000 to be spent as the President thought proper in prohibition
enforcement, I think you ean feel perfectly safe that the Presi-
dent is not going to detail any man to any country unless that
detail is perfectly satisfactory to that country.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I regret I can not. I will ask that you
get more time if you desire it.

It is necessary to see that this work is done properly. Some-
times the man is called “the clerk of the work.” If the work
is done by day labor without a contract, it is necessary to put
a capable man there to see that the work is done in proper
proportion. In another case it may be necessary to have a pri-
vate soldier detailed on that work, or a man from the quarter-
master's department who is thoroughly acquainted with build-
ing, to see that the contract is properly carried out.

What we are trying to do is to place every safeguard possible
around the expenditure of your money. You gave it to us to
spend. We want to perform our duty faithfully, and we want
to avail ourselves of our people in this country in whom we
have confidence who can help us. We feel a deep responsibility
in this expenditure of $10,000,000. Now I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In a place where we have an ambassador
and counsel to the embassy and first, second, and.third chargés
d'affaires and a disbursing officer, is it necessary to send a
quartermaster to see that the work is properly done?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I do not think the counsel has the time
to devote to it. I know very well that the ambassador has not
the time to spare. In fact, I know that no man in these em-
bassies has time to devote to this work.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr. STEVENSON. What kind of a crossroads place is it
that is so small that the Government, when it is going to build
a building there, can not get a contractor to build it?

Mr. LINTHICUM. In Central America and in China there

are several places where you can not get a man with whom to
make a contract.

Mr. STEVENSON. Are those the proper places in which to
spend this money?
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Mr. LINTHICUM. Some of these countries are very un-
healthy and it is necessary to place men under proper sanitary
conditions to earry on these buildings.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr, LEHLBACH. I would like to ask whether the gentleman
knows of any instance where the Treasury Departnrent has
called for the detail of Army or Navy personnel to supervise the
construction of buildings in this country or whether they do not
hire supervisors when they need supervisors.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Of course, in this country you can get all
the people you want, your own people, but what we want in
these foreign countries is some of our own people to see that
the work is properly done.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland
has expired.

Mr. PORTER. Mr, Speaker, I yield the gentleman the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for five addi-
tional minutes. ;

Mr. KORELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr. KORELL. The question was asked a minute ago whether
the officer personnel of the Arnry or Navy had ever been called
upon to render service of this character in the past. I would
like to ask if the gentleman recalls that when the Government
buildings were under construetion in Porto Rico, the local con-
tractor fell down on the work and the Navy thereupon sent
officers from the department to complete the work and that
they completed it at much less cost than the contractor had
originally figured?

Mr. LINTHICUM. 1 recollect that very well. I also recollect
the case when they were building the President’s palace in
Haiti. There the contractor fell down and our Navy men went
down there and completed that contract according to the plans
and specifications, and the contractor got $100,000 for that
because the Navy men did so well and efficiently.

Mr, KORELL. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr. KORELL. The gentleman knows, I presume, that the
War Department is now using its officer personnel to survey the
potential water power of the country for irrigation purposes
and for river and harbor work; also for flood-control work?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Certainly, and they are doing splendid
work, too.

Mr, CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Let me direct the attention of the gentle-
man to the fact that the bill does not limit the use of these men
to supervision of construction. It permifs their detail for any
purpose in connection with the exercise of the functions of the
building act; that is to say, if a member of the commission
were to go to South America on an inspection trip, this bill
authorizes the appointment of a general and a couple of majors
as his aides on that inkpection trip. The bill is not limited to
construction work,

Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman has too much regard and

too much respect for the President of the United States to be-
lieve he would detail a force of that kind to accompany anyone
making an inspection trip in South America or to any other
country. I want you to understand, in the first place, that youn
have the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, and
the Secretary of Commerce; then, besides that, you have four
Members of Congress composing this commission. This com-
mission must first ask the President to detail a man; then the
President considers it, and if he thinks well of it he does it.
If not, he does not do it. I think the situation has every safe-
guard thrown around it,
. Gentlemen, in conelusion, I want to say that the matter is
entirely with you, We are trying to carry out your orders in
the best way possiblee. We are trying to get you a dollar for
a dollar and the best buildings that can be constructed. We
are trying to safeguard the spending of the taxpayers’ money.
[Applause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABer].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to oppose a bill
that is brought in by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, because
I know it is a hard-working committee and that it tries to do
what is right, but it seems to me it is absolutely incongruous
and ridiculous for us to send officers of the Army and Navy
all over the world to build buildings. In the first place, you
have a lot of problems to consider when you come to erect
buildings in a strange place, You have a strange country and
climate, and you need an architect who knows the climatic
conditions and the conditions under which a building should be
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In the next place, you need a man who
understands the language of the people where the building
is being built.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Surely.

Mr. BEGG. On the question of having an architect who
knows local conditions, let me say to the gentleman that the
architect who built the Imperial Hotel at Tokyo was a Chicago
man and during the earthquake it never had a crack in it, and
it was the only building that weathered the storm.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But he was not a guartermaster sergeant.

Mr. BEGG. No; and he was not a Jap.

Mr. TABER. He had to have a local architect to tell him
about climatic conditions and direct him as to matters of that
kind. Now, we must hire local architects, and it seems to me
that we should do in this instance the ordinary and usual thing
and hire civilian architects to do this work.

If our Army and our Navy are going to be called on to do all
the ecivilian work of this Government, and if we are to be
obliged to create an organization _there which duplicates the
organizations in other places, our Army and our Navy are noft
going to do the things which they are ordinarily supposed to do,
and they are not going to function along the lines that we expeet
when we appropriate money for the Army and the Navy.
[Applause.]

These people have not any more architectural help than they
need in their own departments. When they go to build a great,
big Army post with barracks in a large center of the country,
they call in local architects to do this sort of work and to advise
them on it. There is not any sense in our sending them to do
the things which they are called upon to ask for help on them-
selves, and it seems to me we should reject this bill and main-
tain the dignity and the position of our Army and our Navy.
[Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr, PorTer] to suspend the rules and
pass the bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
PortER) there were—ayes 82, noes 56.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were refused.

So (two-thirds having failed to vote in favor thereof) the
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected.

AMENDMENT OF WAR MINERALS ACT

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass, as amended, the bill (S. 1347) to
amend an act entitled “An act to provide relief in cases of
contracts connected with the prosecution of the war, and for
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1919, as amended.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That any claimant who has heretofore filed with
the Secretary of the Interior within the time and manner provided by
existing law a claim under eaid acts generally known as the war
minerals acts (40 Btats. 1272, and its an®ndments) may within one
year from the date of the passage and approval hereof petition the
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia to review the final decision
of the Secretary of the Interior upon any question of law which has
arisen or which may hereafter arise in the adjustment, liquidation,
and payment of his claim under said acts, but the decizsion of the
Becretary of the Interior on all guestions of fact shall be conclusive
and not subject to review by any court.

Bec. 2. In any proceeding brought under the provislons of section 1
of this act the Secretary of the Interior shall be designated as the
defendant or respondent, and upon the filing of the petition the cause
ghall follow the usual procedure, subject to such rules or orders as the
court may make with respect thereto. .

Spe. 3. Jurisdietion is hereby conferred upon the Supreme Court of
the District of Columbia, as a district court of the United States, to
hear and determine all such suits and enter all orders, judgments, and
decrees therein, subject to the usunal right of appeal by either party to
the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, whose final judgment
may be reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United States by peti-
tion for certiorari or by appeal as provided by law and the rules of
the court.

SEc. 4. Upon the final disposition of such proceeding, the clerk of
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia shall without delay
certify to the Becretary of the Interfor the final judgment or decree
rendered therein, whereupon the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed
with the final adjustment of said claim in accordance with the law as
construed by the court in such judgment or decree,

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered.
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be con-
sidered as ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gen-
tlemen of the House, we have taken up Senate bill (8. 1347),
and we are striking out all except the enacting clause dnd sub-
stituting as an amendment House bill H. R. 15861,

There have been quite a number of bills introduced on this
subject during the last eight or nine years. It has finally
boiled itself down to this proposition.

In 1919 Congress passed what is known as the war minerals
act. It set aside $8,500,000 to take care of losses in the produc-
tion of certain minerals during the war. This act gave the
Secretary of the Interior entire jurisdiction in hearing and
determining both questions of law and questions of fact. Some
1.200 claims have been filed and these have been adjudicated.
There remains unexpended nearly $1,000,000.

There has been much complaint on the part of the various
claimants to the effect that the Secretary of the Interior has
not properly construed the law. There has been very little
objection on the questions of faect.

All this bill does is simply to give the claimants the right to
go to the district court, the court of appeals, and the Supreme
Court on the questions of law alone. The action of the Secre-
tary of the Interior under this bill, on guestions of fact, is still
final and conclusive,

So it is up to the House to say. whether or not we want to
give these claimants the right to go to the courts to have a
construction of the law. If the courts construe the law as the
Secretary of the Interior construed it, there will be no expendi-
ture; but on the other hand, if the contention as to the law in
two important particulars is overturned, it may cost the Gov-
ernment as much as $3,000,000, according to the report of the
Secretary of the Interior. We already have something like a
million dollars.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I will

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman explain why he changed the
Senate bill in that the Senate bill provides for an appeal of the
cases to the Court of Claims, and in his bill it goes to the Su-
preme Court of the District of Columbia. Does the gentleman
kuow that the Supreme Court of the Distriet of Columbia is
very much overworked? We have had to give them an extra
judge, and they are asking for more judges.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The Senate bill would give
everybody the right to go to the Court of Claims, and there they
would retry the ease, go into questions of fact and law. Now,
after 10 years we felt that the Government would be at a tre-
mendous disadvantage in meeting the questions of fact. So
the committee thought it wise if we limited it to one question
and one question only.

Mr. DYER. Why not leave it to the Court of Claims? There
are able lawyers upon that bench.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The Senate bill does not limit
it to that.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. BEGG. I wonder if the committee gave thought to this
fact: We provided for the method of procedure to settle it by
the Secretary of the Interior, while another set of claims were
to be settled under the Dent Act by the Secretary of War.

Now, if you are going to open the cases where they did not
think they had got sufficient money, would it prevent these men
who did not get as much as they thought they ought to get
under the Dent Act opening up their claim?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Under the Dent Act all claim-
ants except these have the right to go into the courts. Under
this act as to war minerals the decision as to the facts and as to
the law rests entirely in the bosom of the Seeretary of the In-
terior. Representatives of the Interior Department came be-
fore our committee and said they did not object, but wonld
welcome the construction of the law by the courts of the coun-
try as to this law and any other administered by that depart-
ment.

I do not think there is anything unfair in allowing two or
three litigants to go inte court and have the courts construe
the law. If the Secretary of the Interior has not properly con-
strued the will of Congress, then the claimants have the right
to have it properly construed. If the Secretary of the Interior
has properly construed the law, undoubtedly the courts will
say so.

sh'{r. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Certainly.

Mr. SNELL. As I understand, this is the third time the gen-
eral proposition has come before Congress. The first time we
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passed the law supposedly to cover all of the claimants, The
second time that it came up, again we included some more.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes; we enlarged it. There
have been a number of bills before the committee to enlarge
the scope of the act. I have resisted them all, but I do not
find it in my heart to deny citizens of this country the right to
have the law construed.

Mr. SNELL. This does not enlarge the number of claimants?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No; there are no new claims.
No new claims can be filed under this bill.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes; I yield. :

Mr. WINGO. As a matter of fact, all this bill does is to
authorize the court to determine a disputed question of law
that has arisen in the department, and about which the depart-
ment itself is in doubt as to what the law is. I do not think
the bill goes far enough.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. This does not enlarge the act,
It does not permit any new claims to be filed. It is merely an
authorization for the courts to construe the act, and the Secre-
tary of the Interior will administer it in accordance with the
construction by the courts.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is my recollection that we made a special
class when the minerals claim acts were put on a legal basis,
and not merely on a moral basis. We made one limit of cost;
then a second limit of cost was created. *

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No: it was not, only in the way
of interpretation, admitting claims that had been denied.

Mr. CRAMTON. There has been a controversy each time and
we were told that that was all there was to it.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It came up last time on propo-
sition for Congress to declare the intention of the law on inter-
est and invested capital.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am speaking of the one before that, when
assurance was given that that would be the end of it.

Mr. WINGO. But that did not pass.

Mr. CRAMTON. I refer to the one we did pass before that.

Mr. WINGO. The fund and the limit have been cut down as
a matter of Tact. It never has been increased. This does not
increase it.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The first fund in 1918 was for
§50,000,000. In March, 1919, the Congress itself cut it down to
$8,500,000. As the Secretary of the Interior has construed the
law and has administered the law, there is still a balance of the
appropriation of nearly $1,000,000.

Mr. SNELL. I definitely understood the second time we
passed an act that we opened it up and took in more claims that
had never been considered before.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That is true. That was in 1921.

Mr. CRAMTON. My recollection of it is not any too clear.
It is brought up here very suddenly and I have not a chance to
examine my files. My recollection of that last bill which was
passed made possible the considerationsof a number of claims
of extremely dubious character, very shadowy rights involving
men who had prospected in time of war with hopes of great
reward and that they are now to come in and get their claims
allowed.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky.
bill.

Mr. WINGO. This has no bearing on that.

Mr, CRAMTON. I am sorry that it comes up now when we
do not have an opportunity to check up with our files and see
what it does.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of
the Interior has ruled that this act does not provide for the
repayment of money expended for the purchase of property to
produce these minerals. It does not provide for the payment
of interest where men borrowed money fo go into these mining
ventures. The only guestion now that this bill will open up
when the law is construed is: Does the law authorize repay-
ment for the purchase of property or the payment of interest
that was borrowed to go into these mining operations?

Mr. DYER. Suppose the law does state that, suppose the
Supreme Court decided that way, then, of course, if the claims
are opened up and allowed, some of these dubious or large
claims referred to will, if allowed, necessitate the appropriation
of more money than has been appropriated by the Congress.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. According to the report of the
Secretary of the Interior, if these two items are allowed under
the law, it will not mean more than $3,000,000, and there is
to-day about “$1,000,000 of the unexpended appropriation that
would be applied. The Secretary says it might cost not more
than a million and a half,

That has no bearing on this
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Mr., UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes

Mr. UNDERHILL. Is it not a fact that the decision of the
Secretary of the Interior is based largely upon the assumption
that these ventures were largely speculative, and that he did
not believe that the Government should attempt to repay
these men for money expended or chanced during the war, for
the sake of profits?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That is not his view. He just
held that the law does not permit the refund of money paid
to buy mineral lands out of which was to be mined these
minerals, and that he is not authorized to pay interest on money
borrowed to go into this business.

Mr, UNDERHILL. The law may possibly permit the Gov-
ernment to pay interest, but it has been the practice of Con-
gress ever since I have been here to refuse to pay interest.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The guestion is: Was that in-
terest for borrowed capital to go in as an element of loss?
If the court holds it is an element of loss, then it comes within
the law.

Mr, UNDERHILL. The court always holds that it is an
element of loss, but Congress never has,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. They may hold it to be and
may not. The Secretary of the Interior with his able legal
advisers say that it is not an element of loss within the pur-
view of the law.

Mr. UNDERHILL. When the Committee on Claims reports
a bill of this character it is always written in the bill that
no interest shall be allowed on the claim.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The original act provided that
the claimants should be compensated in net loss. If the courts
construe “net loss™ and say interest on borrowed capital is
net loss, then that was the intention of Congress.

Mr. UNDERHILL. That does not necessarily follow, because
Congress has taken the position time and time again that it
will not pay interest. It has taken that position with regard
to admiralty claims.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I grant that the gentleman is
right as an abstract proposition.

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. But Congress used the words
“mnet loss.” It is not up to the Congress to say; it is now up
to the courts.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The court is going to say that Congress
meant interest when as a matter of fact Congress never in-
tended to mean interest.

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBRION of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON. Under the law as it now reads this whole
proposition, both law and fact, was put up to the Secretary of
the Interior, with no appeal whatever from his decision. No
matter how wrong the Secretary might be there was no appeal.
All this bill does is to permit an appeal to be taken from an ad-
ministrative official—a subordinate, if you please, because they
write the opinions there—to the courts. Am I correct?

er. ROBSION of Kentucky. To construe the law, the law
alone.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I will.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I will go along with the gentleman that
far—that they have the right to have their day in court—but
I do not believe this question of interest should enter into it.

Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I will

Mr. NEWTON. I do not so understand that this bill attempts
to define any term in the existing law. It takes the law as it
was written and says the claimant shall have the right to an
appeal to the court.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. This bill does not enlarge the
law at all. It merely gives the claimant the right to go to
the court to construe the law,

Mr. UNDERHILL. And to collect interest.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 1 do not know what the court
will say.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I will

Mr. BEGG. What I think perhaps the rest of the member-
sghip would like to know is this: As I got the statement from the
gentleman there are two bases of discontent on the part of the
claimant. One is that the Secretary of the Interior has re-

fused to allow interest on the money lost
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No.
That is what I got.

Mr. BEGG.
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Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. To allow repayment of interest
on money that was borrowed to go into this business,

Mr. BEGG. To gamble with.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No; to produce these minerals,

Mr. BEGG. That is gambling, like an oil proposition; that
is what I call it. I would like to ask another thing, if there
was not a contention as I understand it, or disaffection by the
claimant because the Secretary of the Interior says, “No; we
will not pay back the money you spent to buy so many acres
of land you thought had minerals on it and afterwards proved
not to have them.” That is the whole thing——

Mr., ROBSION of Kentucky. No; wait a minute.

Mr. BEGG. Then let somebody who knows something about
it tell about it.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Wait a minute. These people
bought land, the war closed, and the Government quit buying
and there was no market for the minerals.

Mr. BEGG. The demand?

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. So that the money put into it
was lost and

Mr. BEGG. They still owned the land, did not they?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Of course, but it is worthless.
The gentleman can see their situation.

Mr. BEGG. Is not that exactly what I said?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The reason this act was passed
in the first place, Congress had passed an act in 1918 called the
war minerals act and urged all the people to go into the produc-
tion of certain minerals, and hung up a fund of £50,000,000 and
said, “ We will take eare of your losses if you will produce these
minerals that can not be produced in peace time which we need
so much to win the war.” We cut out buying these minerals
from Spain and other countries. Our people went into this
mining business. The war ceased. The market was cut off and
these people were left flat. Congress recognized the justice of
their elaims in 1919 and passed this appropriation of $8,500,000.

Mr. ARENTZ. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Beea] that he overlooks the most important phase of this ques-
tion. The reason for placing an embargo on metals produced
outside of the United States was the taking of our ships off
that trade and allowing a higher price to be paid for minerals
produced in the United States, so that these ships could go into
the transport service carrying men and supplies to the men at
the war front.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rorsion] to suspend the
rules and pass the bill,

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, a division.

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill will rise and stand until they are counted.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 116, noes 38.

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative,
the rules are suspended and the bill is passed.

Mr, SCHAFER and Mr. KETCHAM made the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and eighty Members are present, not a quorum.
The roll call is automatic. Those who favor the motion of the
gentleman from Kentucky will, when their names are called,
answer ‘“yea; those opposed will answer *“nay.” The Clerk
will eall the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 199, nays 71,
not voting 158, as follows:

[Roll No. 21]

YEAS—109
Abernethy Chalmers Edwards Hadle;
Adkins Chapman Elliott Hall, N, Dak,
Allen Christopherson Englebright Hardy
Allgood Clarke Hslick Hare
Almon Cochran, Mo, Evans, Calif, Hastings
Arentz Cole, Towa Fish Hickey
Arnold . Colton Fisher Hill, Ala.
Aswell Connally, Tex. Fitzgerald, Roy G. Hill, Wash,
Bachmann Connery Fitzpatrick Hooper
Bankhead Cooper, Ohio Fort ope
Barbour Corning Freeman Houston, Del,
Bland Crosser French Howard, Nebr.
Bowman Dallinger Fulmer Howard, Okla.
Brand, Ga. Darrow Gambrill Hudspeth
Briggs Davis Garber Jenkins
Browne Denison Gardner, Ind. Johnson, Okla.
Browning DeRouen Garrett, Tenn. Johnson, Tex.
Buchanan Dickinson, Mo, Gasque Johnson, Wash,
Bulwinkle Dominick Gibson Kahn
Burtness Doughton Gifford Kemp
Busby Douglas, Ariz. Golder Kiess
Byrns Drane Gregory Kincheloe
Campbell Drewry Green Langley
Carss Driver Greenwood Lanham
Carter Dyer Griffin Lankford
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Larsen Moore, Ky. Reece Timberlake
Lea Moore, Ohio Robsion, Ky. Tinkbham
Leavitt Moore, Va Romjue Vestal
Letts Moorman Rowbottom Vincent, Mich.
Linthicum Morgan Rutherford Vinson, Ga
Lowrey Morin Sabath Vinson, Ky.

nee Morrow Banders, N. Y. Ware
MecCormack Nelson, Me, Sanders, Tex, Weaver
McDuflie Nelson, Mo, Sandlin Welch, Calif.
McKeown Newton Sears, Nebr. White, Colo.
McLeod Niedringhaus Shallenberger White, Me
McMillan Norton, Nebr, Binclair Whitehead
McReynolds Normn, N.J. Smith Whittington
MeSwain O’Brien Spearing Wigglesworth
McSweeney O'Connor, La. 8 all Williams, Mo.
Major, 111, Oldfield Steele Wilson, La.
Major, Mo. Oliver, Ala, Stevenson Wilson, Miss,
Manlove Patterson Stobbs Wingo
Mapes Peavey Bummers, Wash. Winter
Martin, Mass. Peery Swank Wolfenden
Merritt Purnell Swing Wright
Michener Quin Tarver Wurzbach
Miller Ragon Taylor, Colo, Wyant
Milligan Rankin Thatcher Yon
Montague Rayburn Tilson

NAYS—T1
Ackerman Dowell Kelly Shreve
Andresen Fitzgerald, W. T. Ketcham Simmons
Andrew Foss Korell Snell
Ayres Garrett, Tex. Kurtz Speaks
Beck, Wis. Guyer Kvale Sproul, I1l.
Begg Hale LaGuardia Sproul, Kana.
Black, Tex. Hall, L Lehlbach | Btrong, Kans.
Blanton Hall, Ind. McFadden Strong, Pa.
Box Hancock Magrady Swick
Brigham Haugen Menges Taber
Cannon Hoch Monast Thurston
Chase Hogg Morehead Underhill
Collins Huddleston Parker Wainwright
Cooper, Wis. Hudson Ramseyer Wason
Crail rwin Robinson, lowa  Watres
Cramton Johnson, Ind. Rogers Williams, 111
Culkin Jones Bchafer Wolverton
Dickinson, Towa Kading Schoeider
NOT VOTING—158

Aldrich Cullen Jefiers ggnyle
Anthony Curry Johnson, I11. iney
Auf der Helde Davenport Johnson, 8. Dak. Ransl:ir
Bacharach Davey Kearns rk.
Bacon Deal Kendall
Beck, Pa. Dempse, Kent Reld Il.l
Beedy Dickstein Kerr Sears, Fla.
Beers Douglass, Mass, Kindred Beger
Bell Doutrich King Selvi
Berger Doyle Knutson Sirovich
Black, N. Y. Eaton Kopp Somers, N, Y.
Bloom England Kunz Stalker
Bohn Estep Lampert Stedman
Boies Evans, Mont Leatherwood Strother
Bowles Fenn Leech Sullivan
Boylan Fletcher Lindsay Sumners, Tex.
B;?nd. Ohio Hear Lozier Tt‘a enl}grst
Britten ee aylor, Tenn,
Buckbee Fulbright Iﬁvc(,‘llntic emple
Burdick Furlow cLa.uxhlin Thompson
Bushong Garner, Tex. Tillman
Butler Gilbert Mansﬁeld Treadway
Canfield Glynn Martin, La. Tucker
Carew Goldsborough Mead Underwood

arley Goodwin Mlchaelson Updike
Cartwright Graham Mooney Vincent, Iowa
Casey Griest Moore, N. J. Warren
Celler Hammer Murphy Watson
Chindblom Harrison Nelson, Wis, Weller

Clague Hawley O'Connell Welsh, Pa.
Clancy Hersey O'Connor, N. Y. White, Kans.
Cochran, Pa. Hoffman Ollver, N. Y. Williams, Tex.
Cohen Holaday Palmer Willlamson
Cole, Md. Hughes Palmisano Wood
Collier Hull, Morton D. Parks Woodruft
Combs Hull, Tenn, Perkins Woodrum
Connolly, Pa. Hull, Wm, E. Porter Yates
Cox Igoe Pou Zihlman
Crisp Jacobstein Prall
Crowther James Pratt

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were
suspended and the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice :

. Hawley with Mr. Garner of Texas.

. Temple with Mr.

. Buckbee with Mr, Hull of Tennessee, .
. Brand of Obio with Mr. Kerr,

. Treadway with Mr. Carew.

. Wood with Mr. Casey.

. Zihlman with Mr. Kunz,

. Connolly of l’enmylvanla with Mr. Maneficld.
. Kendall with Mr. o&

. Crowther with Mr. arren.

. Michaelson with Mr. Lozier.

. (iriest with Mr. Carley.

. Bacon with Mr., Stedman.

. Free with Mr. Black of New York.

. Bacharach with Mr. Tucker.

. Ransley with Mr. Mead,

. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr, Cox.

. Reid of Illinois with Mr. Lyon.

. Watson Wwith Mr, Kindred.

, Curry with Mr, Crlsp.
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. McLaughlin with Mr. Doyle.
. Kearns with Mr. Cullen

. Graham with Mr. Mooney.

. Bohn_with Mr. O'Connell.

. Chindblom with Mr. Deai.

: Begar with M. Lindes

- r w r. ay.

. Pratt with Mr. I&oe.

. Porter with Mr. Woodrum,

. Thompson with Mr. Celler,

Mr. Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr., Davey.

. Johnson of I_I.linnis with Mr. Fletcher.

. Bowles with Mr. Pou

. Holaday with Mr. Reed of Arkansas.

. Knutson with Mr. Weller,

. Cochran of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sears of Forida.
. Dempsey with Mr. Cole of Maryland.

Mr, Fenn with Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. Perkins with Mr. Combs,

Mr. Free with Mr. Underwood.

Mr. Reed of New York with Mr. Canfleld.

Mr. Willlamson with Mr. Hammer.

Mr, Yates with Mr. Sumners of Texas,

Mr. Burdick with Mr. Rainey.

Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania with Mr. Willlams of Texas,

. Hersey with Mr. Somers of New York.

Mr. Woodruff with Mr. Cartwright.

. Tatgenhorst with Mr. Jeffers.

. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Oliver of New York.
. King with Mr, Sirovieh,

. Leach with Mr. Tillman.

Davenport with Mr. MeClintie,

r. Murphy with Mr. Fulbright.

. Baton with Mr. Prall.

. Lampert with Mr. Cohen.

. Kopp with Mr. Kent,

. Estep with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts,
Doutrich with Mr, Parks.

. Bushong with Mr. Moore of New Jersey.

. Aldrich with Mr. Dickstein.

. Glynn with Mr. Evans of Montana.

. Beedy with Mr. Gilbert.

. Hughes with Mr, Bloom.

. Maas with Mr. Martin of Louisiana.

. Nelson of Wiscons{n with Mr. O'Connor of New York,

. Palmer with Mr. Palmisano,

., Goodwin with Mr. Goldsborough,

. Britten with Mr. Harrison.

. James with Mr. Jacobstein.

.« Clague with Mr. Auf der Heide.

. Leatherwood with Mr., Berger.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
FARM RELIEF

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for one minute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker and fellow Members of the House,
as the date of adjournment draws nearer, I desire to again call
the attention of my colleagues to the urgent necesgity of the
Congress passing some reasonable measure which will go to
the relief of the agricultural interests of our Nation. By a
brief reference to statistics compiled for this great industry,
one can readily see that it is suffering a continued depression,
and this depression has been growing more for the past eight
years. By reference to a tabulation recently compiled by the
Department of Agriculture, we find a decline in the market
value of many of the basie agricultural products and we also
find an ineline to an alarming extent of farm indebtedness.

As compiled by the Bureau of the Census, the amount of
mortgage indebtedness as reported for owner-operated farms in
1920 was $4,003,767,192, In 1925 this had increased fo $4.517,-
258,689. We find also that the bankruptcies in the farming
industry in 1921 amounted to 1,363, and in 1928, 5,678; there-
fore farm bankruptcies per thousand farms in 1921 was 0.21
and in 1928, 0.89. If we will calculate the total farm losses,
including bankrupteies, mortgages, crop failures, depreciation,
and general indebtedness, we will find that to-day the farming
interests of our Nation has approximately $30,000,000,000 deficit
for the past 8 or 10 years; and now, my friends, any industry
whose balance on the wrong side of the ledger amounts to some
$4,000,000,000 annuallly for 8 years surely is entitled to the
most careful and sane consideration of the Congress. No indus-
try can suffer such continued losses and survive,

The farm population was estimated in 1921 as 30,600,000, or
almost one-third of the total population of the United States.
In 1928 it was estimated at 27,699,000. Thus you will see a de-
cline of more than 3,000,000 in the farm population during the
past eight years, We find also that in 1920 the farm acreage
was estimated at 955,883,715 acres, and in 1925, 924,319,352 acres.
Since 1925 the acreage has decreased. The increase in the use of
labor-saving farm machinery has, of course, had a tendency to
reduce the farm population, but not to the alarming extent of
3,000,000 persons in eight years. Inasmuch as the acreage is
decreasing, of course the farm machinery is not accounting for
all of the loss in farm population, The chief reason for the de-
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crease in farm population is the inability under existing eco-
nomic conditions for farms to be self-supporting and make
profits.

Millions of our farmers are farming at a loss each year. We
find that the crop values in 1920-21 amounted to $12,668,000,000
and in 1927-28 they were about $12,253,000,000, although many
of the staple crops increased in output.

My friends, something is radically wrong with an industry
which defaults in this manner. The low net wages earned by
the farmer or farm hand as compared to the earnings of persons
employed in factories and other lines of endeavor account
largely for the decrease in rural population. In 1919-20 farm
hands on an average throughout the country, by the year, earned
$681. This is without board. Those employed in factories
earned $1.279 annually. In 1927-28 farm hands earned, on the
average, $384, while the factory hand earned $1,301. Thus you
will see a decrease in the wage of the farm hand and an increase
in the wage of the factory hand; and this is caused, my friends,
by organization of factory and industrial employees and the lack
of organization by farm employees, and further caused by the
fact that the various industries, factories, railways, and, in fact,
almost every line of industry and their employees, are protected
by Federal legislation, while heretofore the Government has not
seen fit to extend its great arm of support and protection to the
farmers and their employees. If this great decrease in farm
wages and inerease in factory wages should continue for a little
while longer, the rural population will be exterminated, and you
will have a nation wholly dependent upon outside production
to supply the demands of its industrial employees. On the farm
also, the average farm hand probably works 10 to 12 heurs a
day, and other employees, protected by the Federal Government,
work from 6 to 8 hours a day; thus the difference, my friends,
brought about through Government protection and organization.

Now, I am not in favor of in any manner reducing the earn-
ings of those employed in other lines of industry; what I am
in favor of is through proper legislation the Government rais-
ing the agricultural industry to a level with the other indus-
tries of our Nation and thus enabling farm wages to be raised
on a parity with other wages. By doing this, rural life would
be developed and would be made as attractive as other lines of
industry.

It is interesting to note that farm mortgages and indebted-
ness are greater in some sections of our country than in others.
In the New England States, for instance, the average farm
mortgage indebtedness is 83.7 per cent; the Middle Atlantie
States, including New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, is
31.8 per cent; the east North Central States of Ohio, Indiana,
Michigan, and Wisconsin have an average mortgage indebted-
ness of 395 per cent; while the west Northern Central States
of Minnesota, Towa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Nebraska, and Kansas have an average mortgage indebtedness
of 51.2 per cent, or more than half the value. The South
Atlantic States from Delaware to Florida have only 20.8 per
cent mortgage indebtedness. The South Central States from
Kentucky to Mississippi have 24.1; the west South Central
States from Arkansas to Texas have 35.7; the Rocky Mountain
States have the high mortgage indebtedness.of 47.4, almost
half their total value; and the Pacific States 46 per cent. My
State of Florida is third lowest in farm mortgage indebtedness,
the average being 19.4 per cent. West Virginia, a factory State,
has 121 per cent, and Virginia 18.9 per cent. I believe the
highest mortgage indebtedness exists in the State of North
Dakota, which is 63.8 per cent; South Dakota has 624 per
cent; Iowa has 55.6 per cent; Nebraska 56.5 per cent; and
vet some of those splendid western Republican colleagues of
mine who are stalwarts on the Agricultural Committee so far,
have failed to enact farm-relief legislation. This mortgage
indebtedness has reference to the farms owned by the farmers
themselves.

United States production and value of meat, wheat, oats, corn, and
cotton, 1921-1928

Pork Mutton
Year e:tﬂudfns Lard! Beef! Veal! and
lard lamb!
Million | Miltion Million | Million | Million
7,645 2,114 6, 163 747 626
8, 260 2, 357 6, 706 702 535
9, 585 2,783 6, 573 862 571
9,270 2, 748 7, 065 625 589
8, 255 2,223 7,148 1, 001 599
8, 181 2,3 7,458 960 643
g, 533 2, 356 6, 828 867 645

1 Estimates of the B;l;ﬁal.;—of Animal Industry, Value of production not available,
Production estimate for 1928 not yet available,
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United States production and value of meat, wheat, oats, corn, and
cotton, 1921—1928—Continued

Wheat Oats
Quisatity || Fvarae - | Guintte | < yie
uan value, uan ue,
Dec. 1 Dec. 1
1,000 bushels| 1,000 dollars
1,078, 341 325, 954
1, 215, 803 478, M8
1, 305, 853 541, 137
1,502, 529 717,189
1, 487, 550 506
1, 246, 848 406, 582
1,182, 594 531, 762
1, 448, 531 502, 674
Corn Cotton
Farm Farm value
Quantity Dec_“f“ Quantity |*°He.’]
000 d:g.c 1,000
J 1, 088 1)
m’oﬁa | dollars * e a};{.m
3,068, 560 | 1,297,213 7
2,906,020 | 1,910, 775 9,755 1, 160, 868
5,053,557 | 2,217,229 10,140 | 1,571,820
2,300,414 | 2, 266,771 13,628 | 1,540,884
2,916,961 | 1,966, 761 16, 104 1, 464, 032
2,802,217 | 1,729,457 17,077 982, 738
2,763,008 | 1,907,750 12,055 | 1,260,885
2,830,9591 2,132, 991 14,373 | 1,201,580
Division of Statistical and R for g:m]n and cotton com

Historical Research. Figures
piled from reports of the Division of Crop and Livestock Estima
ANNUAL INCREASE OF FARM INDEBTEDNESS AND LOSS

The division of agricultural finance is now engaged in a study of
farm indebtedness. The results will not be available until some time in
the spring,

The Bureau of the Census reports: Amount of mortgage debt as re-
ported for owner-operated farms: 1920, $4,003,767,192; 1925, $4,5617,-
258,689, Bee also attached mimeographed report, Division of Agricul-
tural Finanee. Farm bankruptcies as reported by the United States
Attorney General: 1921, 1,363; 1928 5678. Farm bankrupteies per
1,000 farms: 1921, 0.21; 1928, 0.89,

Farm population (estimate of diﬁi‘;i%n of farms, population, and rural
(3

Jan.1:

1921 30, 600, 000
1928, 27, 699, 000
FARM ACREAGE
Census :
1920 950, 883, T16
1925 ——- 924, 319, 3562
Value of farm production (July. 1928, crops and markets)
1920-21 JuIy——June; §12, 668, 000, 000
1921-22 (July-June 9, 214, 000, 000

1927-28 (July-June) 12, 253, 000, 000

Mr. Speaker, I note with considerable pride that only two
States have a smaller farm-mortgage indebtedness than my
State of Florida. I would also call to the attention of my
colleagues, with the same pride, to the fact that Florida has,
according to the latest figures that I have been able to obtain,
the highest average annual scre crop value of any State in
the Union. The average annual per acre value of Florida crops
is $107. The next highest is California, with $79; Massa-
chusetts and New Jersey, each $73; Connecticut, $66; Colorado,
$62; and from here the values of the various States decrease
until the last one is reported at $11 per acre. It is also of in-
terest to note that this $11 average annual acre yield is one of
those States which has one of the very highest farm-mortgage
indebtedness averages, It is awfully hard for a farmer who
lives in a State two-thirds of whose farms are mortgaged and
whose average crop-acre value is $11 to compete with a State
whose average farm-mortgage indebtedness is less than 20 per
cent, and whose acre yield is $107. Something is radically
wrong with American agriculture; and my colleagues who live
in these States where indebtedness is so heavy, losses so great,
and erop values so small will continue to lose hundreds of their
farmers every year to Florida and other lucrative States unless
the Congress passes a general farm law which will raise the
wage and economic standard of the farmer.

I would like to remind my colleagues that Florida has more
than 35,000,000 acres of land, less than 3,000,000 of which are
now under cultivation. Almost all of the remaining 33,000,000
acres are tillable. Florida’s agricultural produets for 1927-28
season were valued at $140,000,000. It furnishes about 80 per
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cent .of the Nation's grapefruit; 60 per cent of the Nation's
eggplants; 40 per cent of the table cucumbers; 40 per cent of
the snap beans; 65 per cent of the peppers; 32 per cent of the
celery; 25 per cent of the tomatoes; 10 per cent of the early
Irish potatoes; and a large percentage of the other vegetables,
as well as staple crops which are consumed by our Nation.
Some of the largest tobacco fields in the country are to be
found in my own congressional district, and also extensive pecan
groves as well as vast acreage of watermelons. Dairying and
the livestock and poultry industries are also rapidly growing.

Florida has no bonded or State indebtedness, no inheritance
tax, no income tax, no corporation tax, no corporation transfer
tax, no severance tax, no franchise tax, and no tax on in-
tangibles; and her real hope rests in her productive soil and
unparalleled climate. Why, my friends, during the present sea-
son Florida peppers have sold as high as $15 per crate on the
New York market, the highest price ever obtained. A carload
at these prices would bring $5,000. Avocado pears produced in
the Bverglades section have recently sold as high as $25 per
crate. Almost all of Florida’s soil is rich compared to the soils
of other States. It is not unusual for vegetable crops to be
placed on the market 10 to 12 weeks after the seed are planted
in the ground. Of course, these high prices just mentioned by
me do not prevail during an entire season, and very often on
account of the lack of Federal marketing facilities our vegetable
producers even suffer a loss when the season’s crop is taken as a
whole; but with proper marketing facilities as could be estab-
lished by the Federal Government, then the aeres which are now
tilled in Florida and millions of similar acres in Florida could
and would produce the entire Nation’s need and supply of fall,
winter, and spring vegetables. Why, it is not at all unusual to
obtain $20 for a crate of 32 quarts of strawberries on the plat-
form at Lawtey or Starke, Fla. Millions of acres of land in this
vicinity and in other sections of our State could be brought in
for profitable strawberry production if the Government would
provide a competent system of marketing and if the Interstate
Commerce Commission would regulate freight and express rates
from our local platforms to the northern, western, and eastern
markets.

One of Florida's great productions is that of citrus fruits.
This season her citrus crop may run as high as 20,000,000
bushels. That of California and Texas combined may run even
greater ; but even so, if this fruit had been and could be properly
distributed among the individual eitizens of the United States
only a few oranges and a few grapefruit would be available for
each individual. The people throughout the United States are
demanding fresh vegetables and fresh citrus fruits as well as
other fruits, and yet our marketing facilities are not such as to
carry the supply to answer the demand. Florida has something
like 75,000 acres planted to grapefruit trees, about 55,000 of
which are bearing. She has approximately 170,000 acres planted
to orange trees, with about 100,000 bearing, different varieties
producing grapefruit and oranges for the market at different
times of the year.

For example, the early varieties of oranges placed on the
market from November to January are such as Parsons, Temples,
and Enterprise; midseason varieties from January to Mareh,
Seedlings and Pineapples ; late varieties from March to January,
Valencias, Lue Gim Gongs, and other varieties. The citrus in-
dustry will always be one of Florida’s most important, owing
to the growth in popularity of this fruit, and also owing to the
peculiar soil and climatic conditions necessary for its proper
production. Florida has both.

Of particular interest and benefit to the Nation is the use
recently of eitrus fruits, particularly grapefruit, as a diet to
counteract influenza. Florida's Citrus Growers Clearing House
Association, which is a new and splendid organization for the
orderly and effective marketing of citrus fruits, recently donated
20 earloads of grapefruit to be used throughout the country as
a preventive against influenza. Recently I read an interesting
account of Dr. Daniel Hodgdon, experimenting with grapefruit
as a protection against influenza. He experimented with 1,100
children in the State of New York in one institution, and the
last report that I had was that not a single one of these children
had contracted influenza. Doctor Hodgdon attributed their
immunity to the abundance of grapefruit and orange juice given
to them. Dr. W. A. McKenzie, of Leesburg, Fla., has also re-
cently successfully carried on through the State of Florida a
crusade * Citrus-fruit juice and soda to prevent infiuenza.” I
understand that this crusade has had a telling effect and that
the number of cases of influenza and deaths from same in the
State of Florida were very negligible during the recent epidemie.

The rural life of Florida, my friends, is very interesting.
Recently I read where Miss Quinnelle Fuller, of Fort White,
Columbia County, Fla., represented Florida at the national
Lealth contest held in Chicago in connection with the Interna-
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tional Farm Demonstration Club Congress last December. This
young lady scored 98.2. Her showing at this contest was a,
result of her own prudence, Florida's matchless climate and
rural life, and the effective results of the home demonstration
agents found throughout the State of Florida. There are at
present more than 5,000 club girls in the State of Florida, as well
as thousands of farm club boys.

The home demonstration and farm demonstration clubs,
through the training and development of the youth of the rural
communities, are rehabilitating the rural life of our country,
and, after all, Mr. Speaker, the rural citizenship is the most de-
pendable of all in our Nation. They live close to nature and
by the sweat of their honest brow labor beneath God's blue skies
and wring their living from Mother Earth. They here dwell
and commune with nature and the finer things of life. The
chances for social and moral corruption are fewer, their tempta-
tions are not so many, and their inbred ability for seif-sacrifice
and service to mankind is greater. They are vigorous in heart,
in body, and in soul, and really, after all, they represent the
most stable, dependable, and best citizenship of our land. Our
rural citizenship deserves so much and yet receives so little.

While I know it is impossible for the Congress to pass a bill
which would immediately bring the farm wage standard up to
that of industry, I do know, however, that if the Government
would set up a comprehensive and effective marketing system
whereby the agricultural products would find their way to the
consumer without the middleman grafting, profiting, and swin-
dling the producer, that things would at once take an incline,
In our country, as I see it, we have not a problem of overpro-
duction. Our problem is that of proper and effective distribu-
tion. The approximately 120,000,000 people in America would
readily consume almost every product of the American farmers
if same were conveyed to the consumer at the proper time and
lezjs the overhead and middleman expenses. Recently, my
friends, I priced shirts in the loeal market and found that the
shirt offered for $2 to the customer had in it cotton material
for which the farmer received less than 20 cents. I also found
that the hide that went to make a $10 pair of shoes brought
to the man who raised the beef which gave the hide less than
$1. And do you mean to tell me that these conditions repre-
sent a safe and sane economic balance? When pork and beef
sell across the counter for 50 cents to the consumer and yet
the man who raised the hog or the cow receives 6 cents or 7
cents per pound, would you say that that is a safe economie
balance?

My friends, surely this is a situation which proper legisla-
tion can remedy, and we owe it to the American farmer to do
as much by him and for him as has been done for the big cor-
poration and the various industries, and I for one expect to
fight his battle and work for his relief as long as I am able
to raise my voice. You may build in the rural communities
schools, roads, power lines, install telephones, offer labor-sav-
ing machinery, or what not, but he will run a losing race until
the proper machinery is set up for him to market his products
at a reasonable price. In my State, and in fact throughout the
Nation, the farmers are groaning under the heavy burden of
taxation. Their taxes are increasing every year and yet in
almost every instance the price of the product he sells is de-
clining every year. The number of mortgages and the number
of bankruptcies in the farm areas is inereasing along with
the taxes every year, and unless the Congress will pay less
heed to greed and monopoly and more heed to the needs of the
agricultural interests of our Nation, soon the rural life of our
Nation will be extinet.

My colleagnes remember that only the last session of Con-
gress there was a measure before the House which wonld have
done more to relieve the farmers, particularly the southern
farmers, than any measure which has been before the Congress
in a decade. I have reference to the bill which would have
converted Muscle Shoals into a great fertilizer producing plant.
This, my friends, as you know, was only in accordance with
the intention of the Congress several years ago when approxi-
mately $150,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money was spent on
Muscle Shoals. Muscle Shoals was developed primarily for
the manufacture of explosives (ammunition) in time of war
and for fertilizers in the time of peace, and our bill which we
passed last session had for its purpose the earrying out of the
intent of the Congress which appropriated the money for the
development of Muscle Shoals; but what was the result? It
met death at the other end of Pennsylvania Avenue at the
desk of your Republican President. The Presidént refused to
sign this bill which would have promptly provided for the
production of fertilizer at Muscle Shoals.

If this bill had gone into effect instead of the millions of
dollars which are now bled from the farmers of the Nation
for Chilean nitrates and for other foreign fertilizer monopolies,
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leaving our country for the benefit of the few, these mone€ys
would have remained in the pockets of our farmers. If this
bill had gone into effect in all probability in 1929 the farmers
of this Nation would have paid approximately one-half for
fertilizer that was paid in 1928 and other years before 1928.
Instead of the farmers of my little eounty donating approxi-
mately $100,000 in 1929 to these fertilizer barons, they would
have expended probably $50,000 and obtained an even better
grade of fertilizer. For almost all southern soils fertilizer is
essential, In almost every soil there is absent one or more of
the necessary plant foods which must be supplied by commercial
or other fertilizer.

If the Congress would pass another bill to convert Muscle
Shoals into a fertilizer-manufaciuring plant, the President’s
wishes to the contrary notwithstanding, great benefit would
come to the American farmers. I strongly urge the passage of
such a bill, and it would give me pleasure to vote for same
over the President’s veto. It is not a sound financial policy to
spend $£150,000,000 of the American taxpayers’ money to develop
Muscle Shoals and then permit it to remain idle because a few
individuals desire to continue to graft on the American farmers.
It is not too late for my Republican colleagues to yet serve the
interest of the American farmer. DBy the prompt passage of this
bill over the President’'s veto you would be keeping faith with
the American farmer. I hope you will promptiy bring it to the
House for a vote.

President-elect Hoover is pledged to call an extra session of
Congress, if necessary, for the passage of a farm bill, but why
wait for an exira session? The House apparently has time a
plenty to act on farm relief before the adjournment March 4,
and what is more pressing or deserving of the time of the House
than farm relief? In my opinion the time of the House could
be no better spent than in the prompt passage of an effective
marketing bill whereby the 1929 crops of the American farmers
could be marketed at a living price; therefore I most respect-
fully urge that the Agricultural Committee promptly report the
farm relief bill to the House for immediate action. I am tired
of your red tape and delay. Our people need and demand im-
mediate action. You have waited too long already, and may I
admonish you that you can not continue to fool the American
farmers. They are intelligent, they read and know things, they
know their own needs, and I know it is time for the Congress
to say less and do more. I urge immediate action. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks by inserting some figures relating to agriculture
compiled by the Department of Agriculture.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks and incorporate
therein some figures relating to agriculture. Is there objection?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I did not hear the gentleman’s request.

Mr. GREEN. I would like to say to my friend from Wis-
consin that I desire to incorporate in my remarks some figures
compiled on agriculture by the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. SCHAFER. There is nothing in the gentleman’s remarks
relating to the prohibition question?

Mr. GREEN. There is not in this speech.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

ADDRESS OF HON. DAVID A. REED

Mr, BOX, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks by printing in the Recorp an address delivered by
Senator Davip A, Reep before the Women'’s Patriotic Conference
on National Defense on January 30.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing an
address delivered by Senator Reep. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp I include the following address delivered
by Senator Davin A. Reep, of Pennsylvania, before the Women's
Patriotic Conference on National Defense at Memorial Conti-
nental Hall on January 30, 1929:

IMMIGRATION

Senator DAvip A. REED. It is a very great pleasure to be here, Madam
President, a very great privilege to be able to speak on a tople which
is s0 close to my heart. 1 suppose that every patriotie society in
America is interested in the problem of the regulation of immigration
because, after all, we realize instinctively that there is not much
difference between throngs of aliens coming in troop ships with guns
in their hands and throngs of allens coming in the steerage, coming
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peaceably but coming to stay and to make this their place of permanent
home,

All through history, and before history began I suppose, it has been
true that men wanted to migrate to where the most fertile fields could
be found. To-day in America we have the most fertile of all the fields
in the world, figuratively speaking. It iz easier to earn a living in
this great country of ours, a comfortable living, than in any other
spot on earth. Of course people want to come here; of course the
pressure is terrific. The number of registered applicants for emigra-
tion from Italy to the United States is understood to be more than
two hundred times the present annual quota for that country. It
would take 200 years, if not another applicant were to present himself
and if they were all to live, to get in those who have already regis-
tered their desire to come into the United States under the quota.
And think of the hundreds of thousands who have not reglstered be-
cause of the hopelessness of it. And what is true of Italy is similarly
true of Poland, of Yugoslavia, and of all those Balkan countries, where
life is hard, where agriculture is difficult, where the wage scale is low.
It is true of all the countries of eastern and southeastern Europe. To
them America is the great magnet, and half of the population of
these countries would be here if their wish could come true.

Now, if they did come, it is very obvious that they would bring
down our scale of living; it is obvious that we would have long lines
of applicants at the employment office of every industry. It Is obvious
that they wounld bring with them different ideas of government from our
oW,

We hear all this talk about immigration. People think sometimes
that we are pretending that we are so immeasurably superior to those
people—that that is the reason we do not want them. Well, that is
not the theory on which we can base our policy. We Americans can not
yet say that our artistic history is comparable with that of Italy, for
example. Italy has 20 centuries of glorious past. We have not more
than a century and half of real permanent civillzation, We can not pre-
tend that the past pictures us as better people than they; but we can
say, and say with sincerity and truth, that their outlook is different
from ours. We can say that we have learned self-government, we
Americans, because for centuries past our ancestors went to the primary
school of self-government, went through all the mistakes that people
who undertake self-government are bound to go through; and our an-
cestors and ourselves have learned to govern ourselves with a fair degree
of self-restraint simply because we have been at it for generations and
generations, i

So it is natural and it is right that we should say that we do not
want this country filled with Arabs, who have lived always under a
patriarchal government, where the common man did not even dare
whisper his views of governmental affairs. We are not ready to throw
America over to the control of people whose point of view is so
radically different from ours and to whom our system is so unsuited.
We do not claim that we are better than the Arab or the Eskimo or the
Chinaman, It is sufficient for us to say that they do not fit into the
scheme of things we have here in America. [Applause,]

Let us take that for our first postulate; that we are not claiming to
be any better than anybody else; all we claim is that we are a little bit
different and that we have got a vastly different theory and practice
of governing ourselves, and that we have an adequate population here.
There are enough of us to people this land of curs sufficiently and we
do not want to be overcrowded, and, inasmuch as we got here first, we
have a right to say who is going to come in the future. [Applause.]

.Now, one might ask, Was not this all settled five or six years ago?
Didn't we pass an immigration restriction law? Why should this man
be taking our time to talk about a subject that has been settled? Well,
that is true, my friends. In 1924 we did pass a permanent law to
restrict immigration, but it has given great dissatisfaction to throngs
of people who have relatives abroad. Very naturally they want to
bring them in, and, of course, if they do bring them in, then they in
their turn would have a crowd of relatives they would want to bring in.
It would be an endless chain, too, for the people who are here and who
have cousins and uncles and aunts abroad and want to bring them to
America would involve countless others. It is natural that they should
resent the present system that says they must not.

So they have begun a serious and determined attack, not on the essen-
tial principle of restriction, because they know that they can not beat
that down now, but they have begun to whittle away at the methods by
which we determine the quotas; and it seems to me to be so serious
that I want to explain to you what is going on and why it threatens
danger to the whole system of immigration restriction.

When we came to pass the law it was obvious that the total immi-
gration that was to be permitted, which was about 160,000, had to be
divided among different couniries somehow. You could not just arbi-
trarily say to Great Britain, “ You get 10,000," and say to Germany,
“You get 10,000, and so on. The quotas would be too small for
some countries and far too big for others. 8o a rule of thumb was
adopted, temporarily and only temporarily, that we would base the
quotas on the number of foreign-born people who were in the census of
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1800, That eensus Is now 39 years old and, of course, it Is claimed by
these forelgn folk that it is an artificial thing to go back to a 39-year-old
census and that we ought to take the up-to-date census of 1920, But it
never seems to occur to them or to any of the critics of the law that
the great injustice of the whole business is to ignore all of us who
were born here. [Applause.] Now, surely we have got just as much
right to be reflected in those quotas—we whose ancestors have been here
for many generations back—as has the most recently arrived immigrant
who is not naturalized and who does not even know what naturaliza-
tion means. [Applause.]

Now, it was that feellng, not that we were better than this recently
arrived immigrant—though we demand of him as much as we concede
to him, that he recognize that we are just as good as he is—that feel-
ing caused us to insist, when that law was drawn, that it was all right,
temporarily, to base our guotas on the number of foreign born in any
census that we wanted to take. But for a permanent system we say
that, if it is possible, we must take into account the whole population
of this country and make the quotas as nearly like the composition of
the whole Nation as it Is possible for the sclentists in the Census
Bureau to make them.

“ Well, of course,” say the critics, “ you can not take Davip ReEep
and trace him back and find out how much of him is English and how
much of him is Irish, although we suspect there is a lot of Irish in
him.” [Laughter.] They say it is impossible to analyze each individual
and get the composition of the nation in that way. And, of course, we
readily admit you can not. Most people who have not given particular
study to genealogy, and some who have, do not really know who their
ancestors were or from what country they came.

But it is perfectly easy fo do it the other way about. We know how
many people were here in 1790, because they took a census then; and
that census has been studied with the greatest care by learned men for
many years before immigration regulation came to be an acute question.
As far back as 1910 an analysis was made officially by the Census
Bureau of the composition of the population of 1790. We have had a
census every 10 years since, and we have kept careful records of immi-
gration for over a century. We have kept careful records of emigra-
tion—which has been comparatively small—for many years. We know,
as closely as we can know anything, just how many people of each
nationality there were here in any particular year since 1492, anad it is
perfectly easy for the scientists to ealeulate the factor of increase, as
they call it. They tell us, for example, that each person who was here
in 1790 is represented to-day, on the average, by 13 descendants. So one
Englishman living in America in 1790—of course, they were about 00
per cent of the population then—you can say is represented to-day by
an equivalent of 13 units or persons in the population of to-day. That
has been ealeulated with the utmost care. Of course, it can not be
precise, but no method can be precise, Even this temporary basis I
spoke of is hopelessly vague, because in 1890 there was not any Poland
and there was not any Lithuania and there was not any Czechoslovakia
or Yugoslavia; in 1800 the boundaries of Austria were vastly different
and the boundaries of Germany were vastly different.

The boundaries of nearly every state in Europe that was in the last
war were different then from what they are now ; and it is a wild guess,
at the best, when we try to say how many foreign-born people were here
in 1890 from, let us say, Poland. Of course, it is a guess; any method
is a guess. But the most undiscriminatory method that has been sug-
gested is this one of taking the whole population. And it is the
very essence and heart of the immigration law, in my judgment, that
we keep it free of discrimination. So long as we can keep that law
free of diserimination and so long as we can say to the German, to the
Pole, to the Englishman, * We are treating you on a basis of exact
equality ; we are treating everybody in the United States on a basis of
exact equality ; we are treating ourselyes, whose ancestors fought for
Ameriea throughout the last 150 years, exactly as we are treating the
Byrian who arrived in our ports yesterday,”—certainly they can not ask
more than that. We are not discriminating here between native born
and foreignm born, between ecitizen and alien even, though the alien
certainly has no vested right to be considered at all. [Applause]. But
we have been generous enough to take the native borm, the naturalized
American, and the unnaturalized resident and consider them all on an
equality in fixing these quotas and to make no discrimination whatsoever
between any two foreign countries except those in the barred zone.

I have not stopped to talk about the Asiatic restrictions that keep
out Malays, Chinese, Bilamese—people of that sort. It is not necessary,
because that is a settled question. It seems to be for the good of
America that that should remain a settled question. I have not talked
either about the absence of a quota for Africa. The negro element of
our population does not desire further immigration from Africa, and they
do not regard it as an injustice, and they agree with us on the wisdom
of having no further immigration from that source. Those questions are
closed.

But as to that part of the world from which we do permit immigra-
tion, as I say, we have gone to the extreme in trying to work out a
system which does not discriminate between men or between nations,
Now, if we can hold that our law is safe., If that goes—and that is
the thing that is being talked now by certain foreign groups, on tfb
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ground that putting that into effect will reduce their present temporary
quotas. They assume that that is unjust; of course the contrary is the
fact, for at the present time they are getting too much under the
temporary quotas. If we can hold this essential feature of the law
and keep it nondiseriminatory, then there can not be a successful
attack upon our present polley, and we will keep the America of our
grandchildren and their grandehildren the same as the Ameriea that we
see to-day. [Applause.] And it will still be speaking English and it
will still have the same standards of right and wrong. [Applause.]
It will still be a land where women do not work in the fields; it will
still be a land where equality means something more than a catch-vote
phrase for politicians to use., [Applause.]

But don't you see if they could once get rid of that nondiscriminating
system, so as to furnish a basis for claiming that Italians, for example,
or that Germans, for example, or any nationality Is being unfairly
dealt with, then there would be put into the hands of these foreign
groups at election time one of the most dangerous of all possible
weapons. Every politiclan, with occaslonal exceptions, is a coward.
[Laughter.] The finest flower of his cowardice blooms around election
time and if any foreign-born group, of whatever origin, can come to
him and say to him: “In our language papers we are going to turn the
solld Eskimo vote out against you unless you will agree to pledge your-
gelf to break down this unfair restriction of immigration " ; the average
politician will say, “ Yes, my dear people; I have been worried about
that for a long time; I am with youn." And we have all geen it happen.

8o it s up to us Americans who do not hyphenate our allegiance,
who own no foreign allegiance, who look to Ameriea as our only coun-
try. We are the arbiters in this thing. [Applause.] It is for us now
and in the years to come to insist that the law stand as it is, diserimi-
nating against nobody, and that it be not brokem down by the influence
of these stories of human interest, as they call them, which they have
set out to collect. Many of them are pitiful stories that do really
touch one's heart; but we must not allow those gates to be thrown
wide open again for the admission of the trash of Europe, the people
who are excused from serving jail sentences if they agree to emigrate.
That is the kind of people that will come if once we give in to the
appeal that is made in the name of sentiment. Some of it, as I say,
does touch us. We hear of people, old men, old women, without
support over there, and we are accused of having separated the family.
Why, nobody ever stops to think that it was the relative that came
here that separated the family. We did not do it. If he came before
there was any restrictive immigration law staring him in the face it is
his fault that he Is not naturalized by this time. If he® came gince then
he came with his eyes wide open, because he had to pass that barrier
himself and get his visa, and he had plenty of actual notice that the
immigration law was there to impede the following of these relatives
for whom he has become so suddenly solicitons. So we are not being
unfair to them, my friends. They have all had plenty of notice, and if
thoge families are separated it is their fault and not yours or mine.
[Applause.]

And now I have talked longer than I meant to talk about this. But
truly it i= so important ; it is part of our national defense in peace time;
we have got to stick to it. It iz just as important as it is to have an
adequate army, an adequate navy. We must kecp this fortress around
our frontier and keep out this vast throng that would come here fo
change the character of this Nation that we all so dearly love.

1 thank you. [Applause and demonstration.]

Mr. MinLer, Will you allow me to ask the Senator, in case the
national-origins plan as it is now provided to be applied under our
law is repealed, what, in his opinion, will be the quota basis used?

Benator Davip A. Reep. I wish I could answer that. 1 do not think
anybody knows. All the critics of the present plan are voluble but
they never suggest anything that is better, Nobody knows what we
would do. Nobody has suggested any better basis.

May I make a second speech? [Applause.]

You hear so many people saying, “ Why do you keep them out by
numbers? Why don't you let in just the best?™ And that appeals
to us—as if we could stop and examine them and talk to them and get
their motives for coming here and find out their character, their habits,
their religion, and all that. It would be ideal. But the moment we
adopt a system of supposed fitness, don't you see how it opens the
gates for sheer political pull and all that follows? The consul admits
the person who has the biggest pull or offers some other inducement.
The Congressman rushes to the State Department and says: “1 have
a little friend living in the Ghetto over in Poland, and he is a splendid
fellow. Really, his charaeter could not be better. I want him to come
in—or there will be trouble.” That is the way it would work. It is
impossible to adopt any system of qualitative examination. No two men
would agree on the guality of applicants.

I never could agree with some of my colleagues on the relative merits
of this nation or that in the matter of immigration. I am sure that it
would lead to chaos, While it looks ideal and simple, it is utterly
impossible. [Applause.]

Mrs. BuBLL. May I ask the Senator if he will tell us whether he
congiders the national-origine provision sufficienily accurate for the
purposes of this law in which we are so deeply interested?
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Senator DAVID A. REED. I do, indeed; and I am fortified In that by
the testimony of Dr. Joseph A. Hill, who is the assistant to the
Director of the Census, and one of the greatest statisticians and students
of population statistics in the world.

Mrs. HargiNs, Senator REED, may I ask if the 1890 census represents
very accurately the present population?

Senator Davip A. Reep. No,; it does not at all. It gives a fair
approximation of the two groups of northwestern Europe as against
southeastqrn Europe, but it is quite unfair in the distribution of the
quotas amongst those sections.

For example, about one-sixth of the population of America is of Ger-
manic origin. That is all that is claimed by the German writers them-
selves, who have written on the German element here—one-sixth of our
present population. And yet at present, under the 1890 basis, they
have about one-third of all of the immigration that comes to this
country. It is manifestly a discrimination against all the others. How-
ever, please understand that I cheerfully grant that the average Ger-
man immigrant is as good as the immigrant of any other nationality.
Usually they are law-abiding, peaceful, industrious people, and they
make good immigrants, and I am not at all reflecting on them ; but it is
utterly unfair to give them twice as much representation in the quota
as thelr element in America would call for. [Applause.]

Mrs, HAWKINS. Will the Senator tell us where the oppositlon to the
national-origing originated?

Senator Davip A, Reep. Yes. I am going to be very frank about it.
The present opposition comes from the German element and from the
Scandinavian elements. Those two have at present a very much larger
proportion of the quota than their representation in the Amerlean popu-
lation would entitle them to, and so they are resisting very bitterly the
effort to bring it down to the national-origins basis. It is not that
their present quota is fair but that they assume that it is, and they
assume that to bring it down to normal i{s an attack on them. As a
matter of fact, nothing is further from our thought. I think both of
those elements furnish excellent strains of immigration and nothing is
further from our desire than to attack them. We want to be fair to
them, but not more than fair,

The effort that we heard so much of during the last campaign to
bring it up to the 1920 census is backed largely by the Jewish element
from Poland and from the countries of southeastern Europe. All of
those countries would gain very much by using the 1920 census of for-
eign born, because in recent years, as we all know, so many people came
from those countries that the 1920 census shows a great proportion of
foreign-born people from that source.

I thank you. [Applause.]

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
file a supplemental report to House Report No. 2314 on the hill
H. R. 16720.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to file a supplemental report on House bill 16720. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propound a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, to-day the House passed,
by unanimous consent, a resolution from the Senate which I
believe every Member was honored and pleased to vote for.
The resolution extended the thanks of Congress to the entire
crew of the steamer America. I desire to inquire if, under the
rules—and it is better to have the matter settled now, I be-
lieve—every member of that crew would have the privilege of
the floor?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proposition is covered
in a sentence found in Rule XXXIII, that rule mentioning
those who are entitled to the privilege of the floor of the House.
After specifying a number of persons, like the President, Vice
President, and so forth, there occurs this sentence:

Buch persons as have, by name, received the thanks of Congress.

The Chair thinks that the words “ by name " mean literally
that they shall be named, and, therefore, it would not cover a
class like the captain and crew of a ship.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith an act of the Philippine Legislature
amending the corporation law of the Philippine Islands, This
law, it being in certain respects in conflict with congressional
legislation, requires the affirmative approval of Congress to
make it in those parts effective.
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The act has been approved by the Governor General of the
Philippine Islands, it meets the approval of the War Depart-
ment, and I earnestly recommend that the requisite approval
be given by the Congress as speedily as practicable.

CarLviy CooOLIDGE.
Tae WaITE HoUusg, February j, 1929.

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Insular Af

fairs and ordered printed.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
OWS :

To Mr. Parks, at the request of Mr. Driver, on account of
illness.

To Mr. Kxvurson, at the request of Mr. Cragug, for three days
on account of sickness.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the following title, which was
thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. R.12404. An act authorizing erection of a memorial to
Maj. Gen. Henry A. Greene at Fort Lewis, Wash.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that that committee did on this day present to the Presi-
dent, for his approval, bills of the House of the following titles:

E. R. 7200. An act to amend section 821 of the Penal Code:
an

H. R.12404. An act authorizing erection of a memorial to
Maj. Gen. Henry A. Greene at Fort Lewis, Wash,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn, =

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 32
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
February 5, 1929, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of commit-
tee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, February 5, 1929, as re-
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees :

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(10.30 2. m.)
To consider general legislation before the committee,
COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

To authorize and direct the Secretary of War to execute a
lease with Air Nitrates Corporation and American Cyanamid Co.
(H. R. 8305).

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS
(10 a. m. and 2 p. m.)
Tariff hearings as follows:
SCHEDULES

Flax, hemp, jute, and manufactures of, February 5.

Wool and manufactures of, February 6.

Silk and silk goods, February 11, 12.

Papers and books, February 13, 14.

Sundries, February 15, 18, 19,

Free list, February 20, 21, 22,

Administrative and miscellaneous, February 25.

COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS
(10.30 a. m.)

To authorize the establishment of a national hydraulic labora-
tory in the Bureaun of Standards of the Department of Com-
merce and the construction of a building therefor (8. 1710).

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10 a. m.)
Legislative appropriation bill.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

799. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriation for
the Treasury Department for the fiscal year 1929, $164,300, and
for the fiscal year 1930, $276,300; in all, $440,600: also drafts
of proposed legislation affecting the use of existing appropria-
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tions (H. Doc. No. 548) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

800. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation
pertaining to the legislative establishment, Library of Congress,
for the fiscal year 1930, in the sum of $1,140 (H. Doc. No. 549) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

801. A letter from the chairman of the War Finance Cor-
poration, transmitting the eleventh annual report of the War
Finance Corporation for the year ended November 30, 1928
(H. Doec. No. 384) ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency
and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. MILLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 15678. A
bill to provide for the establishment of a rifle range in the
vicinity of the navy yard, Puget Sound, Wash. ; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2349). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 15218. A
bill to amend section 8 of the act entitled “An act for preventing
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis-
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 30, 1906, as amended ; without amendment
(Rept. No. 2350). Referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. ARENTYZ: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 10432. A
bill for the relief of the Indians of the Klamath Reservation in
Oregon ; without amendment (Rept. No. 2354). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. LETTS: Committee on Indian Affairs. 8, 4222, An act
to authorize the creation of Indian trust estates, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2355). Referred to
the House Calendar. «

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Committee on Revision of the
Laws. H. J. Res. 399. A joint resolution providing more eco-
nomical and improved methods for the publication and distri-
bution of the Code of Laws of the United States and of the
District of Columbia, and supplements; without amendment
(Rept. No. 2358). Referred to the Commitiee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. RANSLEY : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 1934.
A bill for the relief of Rebecca B. Olmsted; with amendment
(Rept. No, 2351). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. ROWBOTTOM : Committee on Claims. H. R. 9175. A
bill for the relief of George W. McPherson; with amendment
(Rept. No. 2352). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 14172. A bill
for the relief of B. Frank Shetter; without amendment (Rept.
No. 2353). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SPEAKS : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 4699. A
bill for the relief of William H. Fleming; with amendment
(Rept. No. 2356). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. REECE : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7051. A
bill for the relief of George W. Gilmore; with amendment (Rept.
No. 2357). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were
introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16838)
granting the consent of Congress to Llewellyn Evans, J. F.
Hickey, and B. A. Lewis, their survivors and assigns, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across Puget Sound within the county of Pierce, State of Wash-
ington, at or near a point commonly known as the Narrows; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 16839) to provide for in-
vestigation of sites suitable for the establishment of a naval
airship base; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 16840) authorizing replace-
ment of the causeway over Mare Island Strait, Calif.; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 16841) to amend sections
17 and 19 of the interstate commerce act as amended; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (I. R. 16842) granting the con-
sent of Congress to the State of Oregon and the Haynes Slough
drainage district to construct, maintain, and operate a dam
and dike to prevent the flow of tidal waters into Haynes Slough,
Coos Bay, Coos County, Oreg.; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 16843) to authorize appropria-
tions for the Army Transport Service; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16344) to authorize the maintenance
of post exchanges and educational and recreational facilities
at military posts and stations; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 16845) to amend the World
War veterans’ act, 1924 ; to the Committee on° World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr, GOLDER: A bill (H. R. 16846) to authorize Hon.
Joseph Buffington to accept certain decorations and orders
tendered him by the Kingdom of Italy and the Republic of
Czechoslovakia ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. YON: A bill (H. R. 16847) to amend section 2 of the
act, chapter 254, approved March 2, 1927, entitled “An act au-
thorizing the county of Hscambia, Fla., and/or the county of
Baldwin, Ala., and/or the State of Florida, and/or the State of
Alabama, to acquire all the rights and privileges granted to the
Perdido Bay Bridge & Ferry Co. by chapter 168, approved June
22, 1916, for the construction of a bridge across Perdido Bay
from Lillian, Ala., to Cummings Point, Fla.” ; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16848) to
amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code of Laws for the
District of Columbia relating to degree-conferring institutions;
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 16849) to
amend section 22 of the longshoremen’s and harbor workers'
compensation act; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr., JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16850) to
provide for the deportation of certain aliens, and for the punish-
ment of the unlawful entry of certain aliens; to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. BOX: A bill (H. R. 16851) to clarify the law relating
to the temporary admission of aliens to the United States; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (H, R. 16852) to
amend section 2 of the act of February 12, 1927 (44 Stat, L.
1087; U. 8. C. Bup. I, title 5, sec. 760, subdivision H) ; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAGUARDIA : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 404) to
create a joint congressional committee to be known as the com-
mittee on narcotie traffic; to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADKINS: A bill (H. R. 16853) granting a pension to
Mary E. Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 16854) granting an increase of
pension to Avola Harchelrode; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 16855) for the relief of Fred M.
Hopkins ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ALLGOOD: A bill (H. R. 16856) extending benefits
of the World War adjusted compensation act, as amended, to
John J. Helms ; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Leg-
islation.

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 16857) for the relief of
Wallace B. Ordway ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16858) for the relief of Lamm Lumber Co.;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 16859) giving pensionable
status to Mary Frances McConnell and her minor daughter,
Frances Dinwoody McConnell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLANCY : A bill (H. R. 16860) for the relief of Joseph
A. McEvoy; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 16861) granting a
pension to Olive B. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 16862) granting
a pension to John Corbin; to the Committee on Pengions.

By Mr. GOLDER: A bill (H. R. 16863) granting an increase
of pension to George H. Wicks; to {he Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GREENWOOD : A bill (H. R. 16864) granting a pen-
gion to Catherine Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16865) for
the relief of Lewlis Frederick Boysen; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs, g

By Mrs. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 16866) granting a pension to
Lester G. Cross; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PEERY : A bill (H. R. 16867) for the relief of H. H.
Jones ; to the Comnrittee on Claims.

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 16868) for the relief of
Samuel W. Long ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 16869) granting an increase
of pension to Annie E. Mynard; to the Commiitee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 16870) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Gordon; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 16871) granting an increase of
pension to Marion F. Wild; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. TARVER: A bill (H. R. 16872) for the relief of
Walter W. Adkins; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN : A bill (H. R. 16873) granting an increase
of pension to Lilie 8, Buck; to the Conrmittee on Invalid
Pensions. :

By Mr. RANSLEY : Resolution (H. Res. 306) to pay Lillian
Burns, widow of John C. Burns, six months’ salary and funeral
expenses; to the Committee on Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

8569. Petition of Peace Pipe Chapter of the Daughters of the
American Revolution, Denver, Colo., indorsing House Joint
Resolution 11, adopting the official flag code of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8570. By Mr. BROWNE : Petition of Wisconsin Rural Letter
Carriers’ Association, Wisconsin, urging Congress to enact into
law the Browne bill (H. R. 10142) ; to the Commitiee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

8571. By Mr, CARSS: Resolution of the Minnesota Telephone
Association opposing radio legislation of a regulatory character
in the interest of any group of manufacturers or broadcasters,
and favoring legislation in which regulation is limited to only
such measures as are imperative to the public interest; to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

8572. By Mr. CULLEN : Petition of the Brooklyn Chapter of
the Reserve Officers’ Association of the United States, urging
the maintenance of an Army and Navy of proper proportions
for adequate national defense; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

8573. Also, petition of the officers and members of the Eighth
Assembly District Regular Democratic Club, of Kings County,
N. Y, indorsing the Dale-Lehlbach retirement bill (8. 1727) ;
to the Committee on the Civil Service.

8574. By Mr. CARSS: Resolution of Minnesota Telephone
Association, urging Congress in connection with radio legisla-
tion to provide for and establish a communicative commission
to have regulatory jurisdiction over wire lines as well as radio;
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

8575. By Mr. FOSS: Petition of 78 citizens of Athol, Mass.,
protesting against the passage of House bill 78, known as the
Lankford Sunday observance bill, together with letter from
Horace Mann, of Athol, pertaining to the same; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

8576. By Mr. KING: Petition signed by the retail shoe deal-
ers, with their customers, submitted by Mr. John F. Block, of
Knoxville, Ill., against any change in the present tariff on
hides and leather used in the manufacture of shoes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

8577. By Mr. KVALE. Petition of Northern Pine Manufactur-
ers’ Association, adopted at its annual meeting, unanimously op-
posing imposition of duties upon importations of lumber,
shingles, and logs; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8578. Also, petition of Martin and Hanna Rinde, urging pas-
sage of House bill 14676 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

8579. By Mr. LANKFORD: Petition of 138 members of St.
Stephens Protestant Episcopal Church, District of Columbia, urg-
ing the enactment of legislation to protect the people of the Na-
tion's Capital in their enjoyment of Sunday as a day of rest
in seven, as provided in the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar
measures ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

8580. Also, petition of 85 members of Centennial Baptist
Chureh, District of Columbia, urging the enactment of legisla-
tion to protect the people of the Nation's Capital in their enjoy-
ment of Sunday as a day of rest in seven, as provided in the
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Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar measures: to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

8581. Also, petition of 33 members of the Dumbarton Avenue
Methodist Episcopal Church, District of Columbia, urging the
enactment of legislation to protect the people of the Nation's
Capital in their enjoyment of Sunday as a day of rest in seven,
as provided in the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar measures;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

8582, Also, petition of 16 members of Columbia Heights Lu-
theran Church, Disiriet of Columbia, urging the enactment of
legislation to protect the people of the Nation’s Capital in their
enjoyment of Sunday as a day of rest in seven, as provided in
the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar measures; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia. g

8583. Also, petition of 41 members of Westminster Presby-
terian Church, Washington, D. C,, urging the enactment of leg-
islation to protect the people of the Nation's Capital in their
enjoyment of Sunday as a day of rest in seven, as provided in
the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar measures; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

8584, Also, petition of 301 citizens of the District of Columbia,
urging the enactment of legislation to protect the people of the
Nation’s Capital in their enjoyment of Sunday as a day of rest
in seven, as provided in the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or similar
measures ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

8585. Also, petition of 3,966 from schools in the wvarious
Southern States, urging the enactment of legislation to protect
the people of the Nation's Capital in their enjoyment of Sunday
as a day of rest in seven, as provided in the Lankford bill (H.
R. 78), or similar measures; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

8586. Also, petition of 36 members of Eckington Presbyterian
Church, District of Columbia, urging the enactment of legisla-
tion to protect the people of the Nation's Capital in their enjoy-
ment of Sunday as a day of rest in seven, as provided in the
Lankford bill (H. R. 78), or similar measures ; to the Commitiee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

8587. By Mr. McCORMACK : Petition of Mrs. J. B. McDon-
nell, 776 Broadway, South Boston, Mass., protesting against the
so-called Newton maternity bill and the equal rights amendment
to the Federal Constitution ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

8588. By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Paris Shoe Store, and
other citizens of Albugquerque, N. Mex., in opposition to any
change in the tariff on hides and leather used in the manufac-
ture of shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8589. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the New York State
College of Forestry at Syracuse University, Syracose, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge bill (8. 1271) ;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

8590. Also, petition of the General Henry W. Lawton Camp,
No. 21, United States War Veterans, department of New York,
favoring the passage of the Knutson bill (H. R. 14676) ; to the
Committee on Pensions.

8591. Also, petition of Wilcox & Van Allen, Buffalo, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge bill (8. 1271) ;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

8592, Also, petition of Albert D. Morstadt, New York City,
favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge bill (8. 1271) ;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

8593. Also, petition of the New York Conservation Associa-
tion (Inc.) favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge
bill (S. 1271) ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8504. Also, petition of Jefferson Seligman, New York City,
favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge bill (8. 1271) ;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

8595. Also, petition of J. G. Phelps Stokes, of New York City,
favoring the passage of the Norbeck-Andresen game refuge
bill ; to the Committee on Agriculture,

8596. Also, petition of Guggenheimer, Utermyer & Marshall,
New York City, favoring the passage of the Norbeck game
refuge bill (8. 1271) ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8597. Also, petition of the Westchester County Conservation
Association, favoring the passage of the Norbeck game refuge
bill (8, 1271) ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8598, By Mr. QUAYLE: Petition of the New York Conserva-
tion Association (Inc.), favoring the passage of Senate bill 1271,
the Norbeck game refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture,

8599. Also, petition of Frosts’ Veneer Seating Co. (Ltd.), of
New York, favoring the passage of the tariff on plywood under
paragraph 410; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8600. Also, petition of Naval Camp, No. 49, United Spanish
War Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of the
Knutson bill (H. R. 14676) ; to the Committee on Pensions.
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8601. Also, petition of Morrison, Kennedy & Campbell, of
New York City, favoring the passage of the Norbeck game
refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8602. Also, petition of General Federation of Women's Clubs,
of New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Norbeck-
Andresen game refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8603. Also, petition of the New York State College of For-
estry, Syracuse, N, Y., favoring the passage of the Norbeck
game refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8604. Also, petition of Ernest L. Smith Construction Co.
(Inc.), of New York City, favoring the passage of the Norbeck
game refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

8605. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition in favor of the
Norbeck game refnge bill, signed by William Koch, teacher,
and the members of the biology class of the Theodore Roosevelt
High School, of Des Moines, Towa; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

8606. By Mr. SWING : Petition of residents of San Diego,
protesting against House bill 78 for compulsory Sunday ob-
servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

SENATE
Tuespay, February 5, 1929

(Legislative day of Monday, February 4, 1929)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the ex-
piration of the recess, .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message
from the House of Representatives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the
following bills of the Senate:

N.4818. An act for the relief of hay growers in Brazoria,
Galveston, and Harris Counties, Tex.; and

S.5578. An act recognizing the heroic conduct, devotion to
duty, and skill on the part of the officers and crew of the
U. 8. 8. Ameriea, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills of the Senate, severally with an amendment, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

S.1347. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide
relief in cases of contracts connected with the prosecution of
the war, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1919, as
amended ;

§. 4036. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer
the control of certain land in Oregon to the Secretary of the
Interior; and

8.4739. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
gell certain Government-owned land at Manchester, N. H.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H.R.13693. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to
transfer a portion of the Camp Lee Military Reservation to
the Petersburg National Military Park;

H. R.13935. An act to provide for the purchase of a bronze
bust of the late Lieut. James Melville Gilliss, United States
Navy, to be presented to the Chilean National Observatory ;

H. R.14072. An act to authorize the sale and removal of sur-
plus sand from the military reservation, Fort Story, Va.;

H. R.14460. An act authorizing the Iowa-Nebraska Amor-
tized Free Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River at or
near Sioux City, Iowa;

H. R. 14472. An act to extend the time for completing the con-
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at the city
of Vicksburg, Miss.;

H. R. 14479. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at or near Maysville, Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio;

H.R.14803. An act to authorize a preliminary survey of
Rough River in Kentucky, with a view to the control of its

floods ;

_ H.R.14924. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to
grant to the city of Salt Lake, Utah, a portion of the Fort
Douglas Military Reservation, Utah, for street purposes;

H. R.15201. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at or near Maysville, Ky., and Aberdeen, Ohio;

H. R. 15657. An act to provide for the improvement and pres-
ervation of the land and buildings of the Abraham Lincoln
National Park or Reservation;
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H. R.15714. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ocmulgee
River at or near Fitzgerald, Ga.;

H.R.15809. An act to authorize a preliminary survey of
ilidu?is Creek, in Kentucky, with a view to the control of its

oods ; ,

H. R.15851. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Allegheny
River at Kittanning, in the county of Armstrong, in the State
of Pennsylvania;

H. R.16026. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.;

H. R.16035. An act to extend the time for completing the
construction of a bridge across Port Washington Narrows,
withing the city of Bremerton, State of Washington;

H. R. 16208. An act authorizing the Cedar Point Bridge Co.,
its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the southeast arm of Sandusky Bay at or near
Sandusky, Ohio;

H. R.16270. An act to revive and reenact the act entitled
“An act granting the consent of Congress for the construction
of a bridge across the St. John River between Fort Kent, Me.,
and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick, Canada,” approved
March 18, 1924;

H. R.16279. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at Augusta, Ky.; and

H. R. 16440. An act relating to declarations of intention in
naturalization proceedings.

The message also announced that the House had adopted a
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 46) amending section 6 of
the House concurrent resolution establishing the United States
Yorktown Sesquicentennial Commission, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

CONSTRUCTION OF CRUISERS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11526) to aunthorize the construction
of certain naval vessels, and for other purposes.

Mr. OURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst George McNa Simmons
Bayard Gerry Mayfield Smith
Black Gillett Moses Bteck
Blaine Glass Neely Steiwer
Blease Glenn Norbeck Stephens
Borah Goff Norris Bwansgon
Bratton Gould Nge omas, Idaho
Brookhart Greene Oddle Thomas, Okla,
Bruce Hale Overman Trammell
Burton Harris Phipps Tydings
Capper Harrison Pine yson
Caraway Hastings Pittman Vandenberg
Copeland Hawes Ransdell agner
Couzens Hgglen Reed, Mo Walsh, Mass,
Curtis Heflin Reed, Pa. Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Robingon, Ark, Warren
Deneen Jones Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Dill Kendrick Sackett Watson
Keyes Schall Wheeler
Edwards Klné Sheppard
Fess McKellar Shipstead
Frazier McMaster Shortridge

Mr. NORRIS. My colleague the junior Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. HoweLL] is unavoidably detained from the Senate
by illness.

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to announce that my colleague the
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forierre] is unavoid-
ably absent. I ask that this announcement may stand for the

day.

Mr. JONES. I wish to announce that the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr, Mercarr], the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. BingaAM], and the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. LAR-
RAZOLO] are absent on account of illness,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Righty-five Senators having an-
gswered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is
on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]
to the amendment of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BorAH].

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, I ask that the amendment to
the amendment be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend-
ment to the amendment,

The COHieEr OLEr. In lien of the language proposed by Mr.
BograH insert the following: 3

Tirst. That the Congress favors a treaty, or treaties, with all the
principal maritime nations regulating the conduct of belligerents and
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